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- 2 Hydrologic and hydraulic analysis indicates that maximum spill-
way discharge capacity without flashboards is only about 39% of the
PMF peak outflow. The 1/2 PMF would overtop the earth embankment
and would probably cause failure. Thereforein accordance with
Corps of Engineers' screenin criteria for i; iew of spillway
adequacy, s§sOillway capacity is considered seriously inadequate
and the dam Is assessed as t'unsafe, non-emergency"..

The classification of "unsafe" applied to a dam because of a
seriously iMadequate spillway is not meant to connote the same
degree of emergency as would be associated with an "unsafe" class-
ification applied for a structural deficiency. It does mean that
there appears to be a serious deficiency in spillway capacity and
if a severe storm were to occur, overtopping and failure of the
dam could take place, significantly increasing the hazard to loss
of life downstream of the dam.

Therefore, it is recommended that within 3 months after

after receipt of this report by the Owner, any appropriate re-
medial work should be completed. The detailed analysis and the
design and construction observation of any remedial work should
be done by a qualified, registered professional engineer.

In the meantime, the flashboards should immediately be removed
* from the spillway and kept removed pending the resu ts of the de-

tailed hydrologic and hydraulic analysis. Also, the Owner should
immediately institute a program to visually inspect the dam and its
appurtenances* at least once a month. Within 3 months after receipt
of this report the Owner should complete an emergency action plan
outlining action to be taken to minimize the downstream effects bf
an emergency, together with an effective warning system. -

Structural stability analysis of the spillway section indicates

that it has unsatisfactory stability for all cases except normal
spring and fall conditions (with flashboards removed) and that the
right training wall is critically unstable for normal conditions. . .

Therefore, it is recommended that a detailed structural stability L

analysis of the spillway section for all loading conditions be
started within 3 months after receipt of this report by the Owner.
This analysis should include investigation of foundation conditions,,
embankment loading conditions, and structural details. The large

- Icrack in the right training wall should be taken into account. Any
necessary remedial work should be completed within 18 months after
receipt of this report by the Owner. The investigation and the
design and construction observation of any remedial work should be -

.2 done by a qualified, registered professional engineer. -
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.PREFACE

This report is prepared under guidance contained in the
Recommended Guidelines for Safety Inspection of Dams, for Phase I
Investigations. Copies of these guidelines may be obtained from
the Office of Chief of Engineers, Washington, D.C. 20314. The
purpose of a Phase I Investigation is to identify expeditiously
those dams which may pose hazards to human life or property. The
assessment of the general condition of the dam is based upon avail-
able data and visual inspections. Detailed investigation, and
analyses involving topographic mapping, subsurface investigations,
testing, and detailed computational evaluations are beyond the
scope of a Phase I Investigation; however, the investigation is
intended to identify any need for such studies.

In reviewing this report, it should be realized that the
reported condition of the dam is based on observations of field
conditions at the time of inspection along with data available
to the inspection team. In cases where the reservoir was lowered
or drained prior to inspection, such action, while improving the
stability and safety of the dam, removes the normal load on the
structure and may obscure certain conditions which might otherwise
be detectable if inspected under the normal operating environment
of the structure.

It is important to note that the condition of a dam depends
on numerous and constantly changing internal and external con-
ditions, and is evolutionary in nature. It would be incorrect

$to assume that the present condition of the dam will continue to
represent the condition of the dam at some point in the future.
Only through frequent inspections can unsafe conditions be detected
and only through continued care and maintenance can these conditions
be prevented or corrected.

Phase I Inspections are not intended to provide detailed
hydrologic and hydraulic analyses. In accordance with the es-
tablished Guidelines, the Spillway Test Flood is based on the
estimated "Probable Maximum Flood" for the region (greatest
reasonably possible storm runoff), or fractions thereof. Because
of the magnitude and rarity of such a storm event, a finding that
a spillway will not pass the test flood should not be interpreted
as necessarily posing a highly inadequate condition. The test
flood provides a measure of relative spillway capacity and serves
as an aide in determining the need for more detailed hydrologic
and hydraulic studies, considering the size of the dam, its
general condition and the downstream damage potential.

The Phase I Investigation does not include an assessment of
the need for fences, gates, no-trespassing signs, repairs to ex-
isting fences and railings and other items which may be needed
to minimize trespass and provide greater security for the fa-
cility and safety to the public. An evaluation of the project
for compliance with OSHA rules and regulations is also excluded.

-_.
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4Identification No.: NY 00083

Name of Dam: Tilison Lake Dam

State Located: New York

County: Ulster

Municipality: Town of Gardiner

Watershed: Lower Hudson River Basin

Stream: Palmaghatt Kill

Date of Inspection: April 8, 1981

ASSESSMENT

Examination of available documents and visual inspection of
the dam did not reveal conditions which constitute an immediate
hazard to human life or property. However, the dam has some serious
deficiencies which require further investigation and remedial work.

Hydrologic and hydraulic analysis indicates that maximum spill-
way discharge capacity without flashboards is only about 39% of the
PMF peak outflow. The 1/2 PMF would overtop the earth embankment
and would probably cause failure. Therefore, in accordance with
Corps of Engineers' screening criteria for review of spillway
adequacy, spillway capacity is considered "seriously inadequate"
and the dam is assessed as "unsafe, non-emergen cy".

The classification of "unsafe" applied to a dam because of a
seriously inadequate spillway is not meant to connote the same
degree of emergency as would be associated with an "unsafe" class->.1 ification applied for a structural deficiency. It does mean that
there appears to be a serious deficiency in spillway capacity and
if a severe storm were to occur, overtopping and failure of the
dam could take place, significantly increasing the hazard to loss
of life downstream of the dam.

K36,3 Therefore, it is recommended that within 3 months afterF receipt of this report by the Owner, a detailed hydrologic and
hydraulic analysis be started to better assess spillway capacity.
This should include a more accurate determination of the site
specific characteristics of the watershed. Within 18 months



after receipt of this report by the Owner, any appropriate re-
medial work should be completed. The detailed analysis and the
design and construction observation of any remedial work should
be done by a qualified, registered professional engineer.

In the meantime, the flashboards should immediately be removed
from the spillway and kept removed pending the results of the de-
tailed hydrologic and hydraulic analysis. Also, the Owner should
immediately institute a program to visually inspect the dam and its
appurtenances at least once a month. Within 3 months after receiptof this report the Owner should complete an emergency action plan

outlining action to be taken to minimize the downstream effects of
an emergency, together with an effective warning system.

Structural stability analysis of the spillway section indicates
that it has unsatisfactory stability for all cases except normal
spring and fall conditions (with flashboards removed) and that the
right training wall is critically unstable for normal conditions.
Therefore, it is recommended that a detailed structural stability
analysis of the spillway section for all loading conditions be
started within 3 months after receipt of this report by the Owner.
This analysis should include investigation of foundation conditions,
embankment loading conditions, and structural details. The large
crack in the right training wall should be taken into account. Any
necessary remedial work should be completed within 18 months after
receipt of this report by the Owner. The investigation and the
design and construction observation of any remedial work should be
done by a qualified, registered professional engineer.

Because of other deficiencies, the following additional inves-
tigations should be started within 3 months after receipt of this
report by the Owner. The investigations should be performed by a
qualified, registered professional engineer.

1) Investigate the character of the spoil material on the
downstream slope to determine whether it should be re-
moved and, if so, provide the procedure for removal.

2) Determine whether major repairs s'iould be made to the
core wall, which has multiple cracks.

3) Investigate the origin of the seeps through the floor
of the spillway discharge channel.

92 2 Any remedial work deemed necessary as a result of these inves-
tigations should be completed within 18 months after receipt of this
report by the Owner. A qualified, registered professional engineer
should design and observe the construction of any necessary remedial
work.

The following remedial work should be completed by the Owner
within 12 months after his receipt of this report. Where engineer-

vi



ing assistance is indicated, the Owner should engage a qualified,
registered professional engineer. Assistance by such an engineer
may also be useful for some of the other work.

1) Remove trees and brush and their root systems from all
surfaces of the dam and for 20 feet downstream of the
toe in accordance with procedures established by an
engineer. Continue to keep these same areas clear by
cutting brush and trees and mowing grass at least
annually.

2) Repair the eroded zones of the embankment adjacent to
the spillway and along the upstream slope in accordance

with a design by an engineer.

3) Monitor the seep adjacent to the outlet conduit and
have the data evaluated in accordance with procedures
established by an engineer.

4) Dewater and clean the outlet conduit and have it inspected
by an engineer.

5) Restore the outlet conduit sluice gate to operation and
exercise it regularly.

6) Contingent on the results of the detailed stability
analysis by an engineer, repair the zones of eroded and
deteriorated concrete of the spillway, discharge channel,
and training walls in accordance with a design by an
engineer.

7) Develop and implement effective routine operation and
maintenance procedures for the dam and its appurtenances.

8) Institute a program of comprehensive technical inspection
of the dam and its appurtenances by an engineer on a
periodic basis of at least once every two years.

Mennet .ale

President
C. T. Male Associates, P.C.
NY PE 25004

'A' E hI1

& LANO SUREYOR
Approved by:

New York District ngineer

Corps of Engineers

Date: 6
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Overview Photo T TilI son Lake Dam. Note trees on slope and irregular crest -4/8/81
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739 NATIONAL DAM INSPECTION PROGRAM

PHASE I INSPECTION REPORT

NAME OF DAM: TILLSON LAKE DAM, ID NO. NY 00083

SECTION I

PROJECT INFORMATION

1.1 GENERAL

a. Authority

The National Dam Inspection Act, Public Law 92-367,
August 8, 1972, authorized the Secretary of the Army through
the Corps of Engineers to initiate a national program of dam
inspection throughout the United States. The New York District
of the Corps of Engineers has been assigned the responsibility
of supervising the inspection of dams within New York State.
C: T. Male Associates, P.C., has been retained by the New York
District to inspect and report on selected dams in the State of
New York. Authorization and notice to proceed was issued to
C. T. Male Associates, P.C., under a letter from Michael A.
Jezior, LTC, Corps of Engineers. Contract No. DACW5i-81-C-0014
has been assigned by the Corps of Engineers for this work.

b. Purpose of Inspection

The purpose of the inspection program is to perform
technical inspection and evaluation of non-Federal dams to identify
conditions which threaten the public, and thus permit correction
in a timely manner by non-Federal interests.

1.2 DESCRIPTION OF PROJECT

a. Location

The dam is located on the Palmaghatt Kill about 10 miles
southwest of the Village of New Paltz. The dam at its maximum
section is at Latitude 41 degrees - 40.3 minutes North, Longitude
74 degrees - 14.8 minutes West.

Access to the dam is from County Route 7 to the east,

then via Tillson Lake road to either South Mountain Road or Lake
Road, and then via a private gravel road that runs south of the
lake between South Mountain Road and the Tillson Lake Recreation
Park and pavilion on Lake Road (see Vicinity Map, and Drainage
Area Map Appendix C-5).

II -1 _



73? The official and popular name of the dam is Tillson
Lake Dam and the official and popular name of the reservoir is
Tillson Lake.

b. Description of Dam and Appurtenances

Tillson Lake Dam is an earth embankment with a central
concrete core wall. The dam has an ogee-like spillway about 30
feet from the left abutment. The irregular brush, tree, and
debris-covered embankment is about 308 feet long (including the
spillway) by about 39 feet high. The upstream and downstream
slopes are irregular with the upstream slope above the beach
estimated at l.5H:lV and with portions of the downstream slope
as steep as 1.25H:IV. The upstream slope is covered with rock
riprap to about 4 feet below the top of the dam. The dam has an
irregular crest width averaging about 15 feet.

The dam has a reinforced concrete core wall about 18
inches wide at portions of the top which are exposed. The wall
increases in section as it extends down to the original ground

* surface. The core wall is partially exposed on both sides of the
spillway and the top of the core wall, at EL 376, has been con-
sidered to be the top of the dam.

The ogee-like spillway is a concrete gravity overflow
section about 3.5 feet wide at the top with a crest length of about
55 feet. The spillway overflow section varies uniformly in down-
stream height from left to right, being 4 feet high on the left and
about 20 feet high on the right. The spillway discharge channel
is formed by training walls on each side of the spillway extending
downstream about 80 feet. The channel bottom consists of concrete
pavement over bedrock (and possibly over some hardpan) and it slopes
downward left to right, as well as downstream (see Photo A-6A).

The spillway crest has 4 sections of 3-foot-high wooden
flashboards, each section being 13.75 feet long. The sections are
supported at their ends by 3 railroad rails embedded in the spillway
crest (see Photo A-6B). The two end sections are each additionally

SI supported by three 1.5-inch pipes and the middle sections by two
1.5-inch pipes. At the time of inspection one section of flash-
boards was removed. Also, just downstream of the weir crest there
are 3 additional railroad rails embedded in the spillway overflow
section which are apparently not used.

The dam has a concrete outlet conduit about 3 feet square
on the inside and about 170 feet long. In the reservoir there is
a concrete control tower with a floor stand control mechanism for a
30-inch-diameter sluice gate at the end of the conduit at the base
of the tower. The handwheel for the control mechanism is missing
and the gate is inoperable. The conduit discharges into the
streambed at the downstream toe and presently is about half silted
shut at its downstream end.

1-2
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73 c. Size Classification

In accordance with Recommended Guidelines (Reference I),
Tillson Lake Dam is classified as "small" in size because its
height is 39 feet (within the 25 to--OiToot range) and the maximum
storage capacity at the top of the dam is 394 acre-feet (within the
50 to 1,000-acre-foot range).

d. Hazard Classification

In accordance with Recommended Guidelines (Reference I),
Tillson Lake Dam is classified as having a "high" hazard potential.
This is because it is judged that failure of the dam would sig-
nificantly increase flows downstream which could cause loss of
more than a few human lives and appreciable property damage. Down-
stream development that could be damaged or destroyed by a dam
failure includes: a home to the left of the stream about 300 feet
downstream and the associated driveway bridge over the stream
(both are visible in Photo A-9B), and several homes even closer
and lower to the stream about 900 feet downstream near South
Mountain Road (vertical drop from the dam to the homes near South
Mountain Road is about 40 feet).

e. Ownership

It is suspected that the dam was constructed in the 1920's
or early 1930's for Hassey A. Tillson. Presently the dam and reser-
voir are owned by:

U & U Realty, Inc.
100 Seaview Drive
Secaucus, New Jersey 07094

Attention: Joseph Uanue, President

(201) 348-4900

f. Operator

Day-to-day operation of the dam is the responsibility of:

Tillson Lake Recreation Park, Inc.
Gardiner, NY 12525

Attention: Henr S. Cuney, President
1. (914 564-2718

and

George Surinach, Vice-President

(Mr. Cuney's Son)
35 Utterby Rd.
Malverne, NY 11565
(516) 887-7859

1-3



Tillson Lake Recreation Park, Inc. is the leasee of the
property upon which the dam and the associated recreational facil-
ities are located.

-93 g. Purpose of Dam

The dam was originally constructed to impound water

for recreational purposes. The impoundment is presently used
for the same purpose by the Operator who runs a swimming beach
and pavilion at the western end of the lake. The dam is at the
eastern end of the lake.

h. Design and Construction History

It is suspected that the dam was constructed in the 1920's
or early 1930's for Hassey A. Tillson. The original designer and
construction contractor are unknown. No direct data concerning the
original design or construction could be found.

On September 21, 1938 the dam was overtopped and a large
section to the right of the spillway failed causing violent flooding
and damage downstream. The spillway was completely flashboarded
shut prior to and during the flood with 4-foot-high flashboards.
In 1939 the dam was reconstructed for the original owner. The re-
construction consisted of repairing the breach in the core wall
and embankment. In addition, the core wall and the dam to the right
of the spillway were raised about 2 feet, new fill was placed over
the entire downstream slope, and new flashboards 2.5 feet high were
installed.

In August 1955 the portion of the dam to the left of the
spillway, which had never been raised as intended during the 1939
work, was overtopped. A portion of the toe of the dam was washed
away, and the spillway discharge channel was damaged. In 1956
major repairs were undertaken for the owner, Dominick Porco. The
repair work consisted of raising the core wall and dam on the left
side of the spillway to match the right side, rebuilding portions
of the spillway training walls and discharge channel bottom, filling
in washed out areas, and possibly adding riprap to the upstream
slope. The sluice gate, then inoperable, was also supposedly re-
paired at that time.

Refer to Section 2 of this report, as well as to the
Engineering Data Checklist in Appendix F2, for a complete dis-
cussion of the design and construction history. Drawings and
other engineering data are included in Appendices F3 and G.

i. Normal Operating Procedures

The Operator visits the dam site at least twice a week
during the summer and randomly at other times. The 3-foot-high

1
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71
flashboards are up May through September and are normally removed
by the Operator' s son for the period of October through April. Last
winter, however, only one of the four sections of flashboards was
removed.

The outlet conduit sluice gate, normally closed, is
inoperable. The control tower over the gate can only be reached
by boat and the operating handwheel is missing. The sluice gate
was last operated 15 or 20 years ago. The lake used to be drained
for cleaning about every 10 years, but this was last done in the

-8 1960's according to the Operator's son.

1.3 PERTINENT DATA

a. Drainage Area (square miles) 4.78

b. Discharge at Dam Site (cfs)
Spillway (W.S. at top of dam)

- with flashboards 950
- without flashboards 2,690

Outlet Conduit (normally closed and presently
inoperable - estimated potential with W.S.
at spillway crest w/o flashboards) 130

Maximum Known Flood (estimated at 2 ft.
over flashboard crest in August 1955) 500

c. Elevation (feet - NGVD)
The elevation base of the reconstruction drawings in

Appendix G is about 90 feet lower than NGVD (National Geodetic
Vertical Datum of 1929) based on the water surface elevation
listed in the Gazetteer of Lakes (Reference 25). USGS mapping
shows no specific elevation on the water surface but is Lonsis-
tent with the Gazetteer elevation. Therefore, all elevations
used in this report are 90 feet higher than those on the drawings
in Appendix G and are in feet above mean sea level NGVD.

Top of Dam (top of core wall) 376
Design High Water (for 1,250 cfs) 373.5 +
Spillway Crest - with flashboards 373

- without flashboards 370
Entrance Invert of Outlet Conduit 341 +

d. Reservoir Length (feet) - at spillway crest 1,700 +

e. Reservoir Surface Area (acres)
Top of Dam 28.5 +

Spillway Crest - with flashboards 25.6 T
- without flashboards 22.7 -

f. Reservoir Storage (acre-feet)
Top of Dam 394
Spillway Crest - with flashboards 312

- without flashboards 230

1-5



-9 g. Dam
Type - Earth embankment.
Length - 308 feet including spillway.
Height - 39 feet.
Top Width - Irregular, averages about 15 feet.
Side Slopes - Upstream - 1.5H:lV above beach, 8H:lV on

beach, below water presumed
original 2.5H:lV.

- Downstream - Original 2H:lV. Present steepest
slope of spoil over original
surface is 1.25H:lV

Zoning - Homogeneous with central concrete core wall
and miscellaneous spoil on downstream slope.

Impervious Core - Central concrete core wall (cracked and
therefore not an impervious barrier)
reported to be 28 inches thick at its
base and 12 to 15 inches thick at its
top (measures 18 inches thick on portions
of top exposed).

Cutoff - Concretc core wall extends to bedrock or to
hardpan.

Grout Curtain - None known.

h. Spillway
Type - Concrete ogee-like with 3-foot flashboards.
Length of Weir - 55 feet.
Upstream Channel - Reservoir immediately upstream of

weir crest. Bottom of reservoir is
silted up level with weir crest at
each end of spillway.

Downstream Channel - About an 80-foot-long concrete paved
channel with concrete training walls.
Channel slopes down steeply toward
right side as well as toward down-
stream.

1 44 i. Outlet Conduit (reservoir drain)
Size - Reported 3 feet square by about 170 feet long

(measures 3.8 feet wide at outlet).
Description - Concrete box culvert from control tower

in reservoir, through dam to downstream
toe. The downstream end of the conduit
is about half silted shut.

Control - Reported 30-inch-diameter sluice gate at up-
stream end at base of control tower with floor
stand on top of control tower. Control tower
only accessible by boat, handwheel is missing,
and sluice gate is inoperable.
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46( SECTION 2

ENGINEERING DATA

2.1 DESIGN DATA

a. Geology

There is no geologic information available in the data
for this dam. The following information was obtained from cur-
rent geologic maps and publications (References 28 and 29), as well
as from the site visit.

Tillson Lake Dam is located in the Hudson-Mohawk lowlands
of the Valley and Ridge physiographic province in southeast New
York State. Bedrock in the vicinity of the dam is shale, argillite,
and siltstone of the middle Ordivician period (approximately 460
million years old). The dam is located on the eastern flank of
generally flat-lying basin rocks that underlie the Catskill Moun-
tains.

The bedrock at the dam is a slate or argillite with
closely-spaced (approximately 1/2 inch) foliations. The strike
and dip measured about 20 feet downstream from the dam on the
right side of the discharge channel is N 300 E, 280 N. Since the
dam is oriented northeast-southwest, the horizontal thrust of the
dam tends to close the north-dipping foliation planes. (Note:
In the application for repairs, dated May 12, 1939 (see Appendix
F3-3), the bedrock was called slate and indicated to have a dip
of 50 W. It is not known where this measurement was taken.)

There is no surficial geology map available for this

site.

b. Subsurface Investigations

There are no subsurface investigations available for
this dam site.

A drawing by Solomon LeFevre dated March 22, 1939 (see
Appendix G-1) shows the dam to be founded on slate from Sta 0+00
to Sta 2+70 and on hardpan from Sta 2+70 to the right abutment.
The same drawing shows that the spillway was founded chiefly on
bedrock but that hardpan was left unexcavated under the central
portion (looking in transverse section) of the spillway.

The visual inspection showed bedrock exposed about 10
feet to the right of the low-level outlet conduit, about at Sta
1+30. Also, till (hardpan) is evident on top of bedrock to the
left of the spillway. A scarp in till is evident in a zone just
downstream of the right side of the dam. This zone seems to be
a former borrow area.
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61. C. Dam and Appurtenances

It is suspected that the dam was designed and constructed
in the 1920's or early 1930's for Hassey A. Tilison. The original
designer is unknown. No direct data concerning the original design
could be found.

There are no direct data available on the composition
of the dam. In a letter by Mr. Fred Briehl dated September 27,
1938 (see Appendix F3-1) describing the failure of the dam, he
referred to the fill in the dam as ''dirt'' and as ''rock and dirt.''
In a drawing by Solomon LeFevre dated March 22, 1939 (see Appendix

G-1) he refers to the old and the proposed fill as "earth fill."

4 there Immediately downstream from the dam, on the right side,
teeare the remains of an old borrow pit, which may be the source

of the fill for the embankment.

The top surfaces of the crest and downstream slope are
very irregular. According to the Owner' s representative, the lake
has been drained in the past and the bottom cleaned. He indicated

V that the spoil may have been dumped on the crest and downstream
shell.

2.2 CONSTRUCTION HISTORY

a. Initial Construction

The original contractor for the dam is unknown and no
records concerning the actual construction of the dam and appurten-
ances are known to exist. A brief review of the construction history
can be found in Appendix F2, Checklist for General Engineering Data
and Interview with Dam Owner.

b. Modifications and Repairs

On September 21, 1938 the dam was overtopped and breached.
The spillway was completely flashboarded shut prior to and during
the flood with 4-foot-high flashboards. As a result of this con-
dition water from the storm rose in the reservoir, and aided some-
what by high winds, proceeded to spill over the dam. The flow ofj water over the dam washed out the fill section on the downstream
side of the core wall to the right of the spillway. The core wall,
then unsupported on the downstream side, burst. A portion of the
core wall about 90 feet wide at the top and 30 feet deep failed.
A letter by Fred Briehl, dated September 27, 1981 (see Appendix
F3-1) describes the dam failure and the resulting damage.

1464 In 1939 the dam was reconstructed for the original owner,
H. A. Tillson. An application for the dam's reconstruction, dated
May 12, 1939, appears as Appendices F3-3 to F3-6.
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The core wall was repaired with new reinforced concrete
which was doweled to the old remaining concrete with 3/4-inch steel
rods. The core wall and embankment were both raised about 2 feet
on the right side of the spillway. The earth fill washed away by
the breach was replaced and additional fill was added to the entire
downstream slope of the dam to the right of the spillway. New
2.5-foot-high flashboards were also installed on the spillway,
resulting in 3.5 feet of freeboard on the right side but only 1.5
feet on the left. The core wall to the left of the spillway was
never raised during the 1939 reconstruction.

The engineer for the 1939 reconstruction was Solomon
LeFevre, New Paltz, New York. Correspondence concerning the 1939
work can be found in Appendices F3-7 to F3-8. A drawing concerning
the reconstruction of the dam appears as Appendix G-1. The con-
struction contractor for the 1939 work is not known.

In August 1955 another storm and subsequent flood caused
a portion of the dam and core wall to the left of the spillway,
which had never been raised during the 1939 reconstruction, to be
overtopped and the embankment was eroded. There appears to have
been about 2-foot-high flashboards on the spillway just prior to
and during the flood. The lower ends of the spillway channel
training walls were overtopped by water flowing in the channel.
This flooding eroded the ground area behind the left training wall
and caused a portion of the earth dam at the toe, to the right of
the spillway, to be washed away. A section of the right spillway
training wall and part of the channel bottom were also undermined
and washed away. A report on damage to the dam due to the
storm can be found on Appendix F3-9.

In 1956 the dam was repaired and reconstructed for the
owner, Dominick Porco. A listing of the proposed 1956 reconstruction,
as well as an application for the dam's reconstruction in 1956,
appear as Appendices F3-10 to F3-14.

The core wall and dam to the left of the spillway were
raised about 2 feet to match the rest of the dam. The left train-

ing wall of the spillway was raised about 1.5 feet and extended
downstream. Some concrete work to promote better flow may have
been done in the trough along the right side of the spillway dis-
charge channel. The downstream end of the right training wall and
the downstream end of the concrete bottom of the spillway discharge
channel were replaced. The washed out fill areas were also repaired.
At this time additional riprap may have been placed on the upstream
slope and the sluice gate was supposedly repaired.

'45, The engineer for the 1956 reconstruction was T.W. ("Don")
'4 Westlake, P.E., Holmes Road, RD 1, Box 66, Newburgh, New York. Some

spillway and flashboard computations, possibly done by Westlake and/
or the State reviewers in 1956, appear on Appendices F3-15 to F3-
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17. Drawings concerning the 1956 reconstruction can be found as
Appendices G-2 and G-3. The construction contractor for the 1956
work is not known.

C. Maintenance and Pending Remedial Work

4 There are no known plans for any maintenance or remedial
work on the dam by the Owner.

2.3 OPERATION RECORD

a. Inspections

There is no known record of inspection of the dam by the
Owner.

One inspection report by the New York State Department
of Environmental Conservation (NYS-DEC), dated April 23, 1973, was
found (see Appendix F3-18). This inspection report indicated that
concrete surfaces at the dam needed some minor repairs that could
be undertaken as maintenance items. The growth of trees on the
downstream slope and minor cracks in the concrete were noted. The
report indicated that some periodic maintenance was being performed
and that the dam was in good condition.

b. Performance Observations, Water Levels, and Discharges

There are no known records of performance observations
or of routine water levels and discharges at the dam.

C. Past Floods and Previous Failures

On September 21, 1938 the dam was overtopped and breached.
In August 1955 high water again overtopped and damaged the dam. The
details of these failures have previously been discussed in Section

2.2b.

2.4 EVALUATION

a. Availability

As listed on Appendix Fl, engineering data and records.4 for the dam were available from the Dam Safety Section of the NYS-
DEC. This data was reviewed, and copies of all the records found
are included in chronological order in Appendices F3 and G. Appendix
F2, Checklist for General Engineering Data and Interview with Dam
Owner, also contains pertinent engineering information.

461 b. Adequacy

Available data consisted of drawings, letters, and a
report concerning the two failures and subsequent reconstructions,
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applications for reconstruction, and an inspection report. Such
data as original design drawings, construction specifications,
design calculations, record drawings, complete data on foundation
and embankment soils, and operation and performance data were not
available. The lack of such in-depth engineering data does not
permit a comprehensive review. Therefore, the available data was
not adequate by itself to permit an assessment of the dam.

c. Validity

Based on field observation and checking, some of the
data is not valid. The flashboards now used at the dam are 3 feet
high and do not resemble the 2.5-foot-high flashboards of the 1956
reconstruction design (see Appendix G-3), which were designed to
trip at various water elevations. The present flashboards are
shown in Photo A-6B.

The outlet conduit is reported as being 3 feet square
(see Appendix F3-1), but actually measures 3.8 feet wide at its
downstream end.

The dike shown on the 1956 reconstruction drawing to
the left of the spillway (see Appendix G-2) is not apparent in
the field.

The 1939 and 1956 reconstruction drawings (see Appendix
G) show that the core wall was to be raised 2.5 feet, for a total
height of 6.5 feet over the spillway crest. Measurements show that
only about 2 feet was added, for a total height of 6 feet over the
spillway crest.

The 1939 reconstruction drawing (see Appendix G-l) indi-
cates that the downstream slope should be 2H:lV and the upstream
slope 2.5H:lV. Measurements show that the downstream slope is very
irregular and is about 1.25H:lV at its steepest portion. The up-
stream slope below the water level could not be estimated, but the
beach is about 8H:lV and the slope above the beach is about I.5H:lV.
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-63 SECTION 3

VISUAL INSPECTION

3.1 FINDINGS

a. General

Tillson Lake Dam was inspected on April 8, 1981. The
inspection party (see Appendix B-l) was accompanied by Mr. George
Surinach, Vice-President of Tillson Lake Recreation Park, Inc.,
leasee of the dam and lake, who represented the Owner. Mr. Suri-
nach is the son of Mr. Hcnry Cuney, who is the normal Operator of
the dam and is President of the Recreation Park. The weather was
sunny and warm at the time of the inspection. The water surface
was at about EL 370.2 or about 2 inches over the spillway crest.
The Visual Inspection Checklist is included as Appendix B, while
selected photos taken during the inspection are included in Ap-
pendix A and as the Overview Photo at the beginning of this report.
Appendix A-1 is a photo index map.

b. Dam

There is no evidence of sloughs or slides of the embank-
ment.

Cracked Core Wall - The core wall is cracked at its
junction with the right spillway training wall, as shown in Photo
A-3B. It is also cracked at Sta 1+07, 1+18, 1+35, 1+50, and 1+60.
The core wall was covered with soil beyond Sta 1+75.

These cracks probably render the core wall ineffective
as a barrier to seepage through the embankment. That is, obser-
vation wells on each side of the wall and installed at the same
depth would probably show practically the same water level on both
sides of the wall. For this reason, this dam should be considered
essentially an earth dam without a core wall for the purposes of
judging its susceptibility to piping, until further information
is available.

The core wall does serve the function of halting further
erosion if the upstream slope is eroded away. It also would con-
siderably retard any breach that might begin to form during an
overtopping. The concrete core wall is also a positive barrier
to any animals burrowing in the embankment. One woodchuck hole
was observed at about midheight on the downstream slope among
boulders at about Sta 1+70.

Trees and Shrubs - The crest, the entire downstream slope,
and the upstream slope along the normal water line are all fully
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forested with trees and shrubs, as shown in the Overview Photo
and Photo A-2A. This vegetation prevents any effective obser-
vation of seeps that may occur through the embankment.

;65 Spoil on Crest and Downstream Slope - The drawing for
repair of the dam in 1939 (see Appendix G-l) shows a downstream
slope of 2H:IV. The measured downstream slope at its steepest
portion is 1.25H:lV (see Photo A-3A). Also, the crest is at a
higher elevation along much of its length, by about 2 feet, than
is shown in the 1939 and 1956 reconstruction drawings. At about
Sta 1+70 to 2+20 on the downstream slope there is a pile of dis-
carded boulders, also shown in Photo A-3A.

It is probable that this steeper-than-designed downstream

slope and higher crest were built up from spoil removed from the
bottom of the lake. This spoil material, if it became saturated by
leakage through the core wall, high rainfall, or minor overtopping,
would be unstable. In addition, if the spoil is less pervious than
the embankment, it could act as a cap on the downstream slope, pre-
venting proper drainage and reducing stability.

Surface Erosion - Extensive erosion of the upstream slope
has occurred both to the left and to the right of the spillway
(see Photos A-2A and A-7A). This erosion has not proceeded further
into the dam due to the core wall.

The entire upstream slope is wave-cut at the normal lake
level and a beach has formed in the riprap.

Soil has been extensively eroded from the downstream toe
of the dam to the right of the right spillway training wall (see
Photo A-4A). This latter erosion may have occurred during the flood
in 1955 and was not repaired, or it may have been repaired and re-
eroded.

Seepage - One seep was observed on the downstream side.
It was exiting from a point 18 inches below and 12 inches to the
right of the low-level outlet conduit (shown as an iron-stained
zone on the left in Photo A-4B). This seep was clear, running at
6 to 10 gpm, and appeared to be exiting from the top of bedrock.

Some dampness was observed at the level of the toe of the
pile of boulders on the downstream slope.

c. Appurtenant Structures

1) Intake Structure and Control Tower

The intake structure and control tower are one and
the same concrete structure located upstream of the dam, in the
reservoir, surrounded by water (see Photo A-5A). Only the upper
part of the control tower was visible for inspection. The lower
part of the tower and the intake structure were submerged.
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.3' From what was readily visible from shore, the control
tower is in poor condition. The concrete is eroded and stained.
The brackets for the slide gate control mechanism are also rusted
and appear to be loose.

On top of the control tower there is a control mechan-
ism (see Photo A-SA) for the 30-inch-diameter slide gate on the out-
let conduit. The gate stem, which runs up the downstream side of
the tower, and the control mechanism are rusted and in poor condition.
The control mechanism is inoperable, according to the Operator's son,
and its handwheel is missing. The slide gate is presently closed
and has not been operated for a number of years.

2) Outlet Structure and Outlet Conduit

The outlet structure consists of just the exposed end
of the square outlet conduit (see Photo A-4B). The outlet structure
concrete is scaling and discolored. The outlet conduit is also
silted in to about one-half its normal depth as far upstream as
could be seen. The remainder of the inside of the outlet conduit
was not observable.

3) Spillway and Discharge Channel

The.spillway is at the left side of the dam looking
downstream (see Overview Photo). The spillway consists of a concrete
ogee-like weir section with flashboards and a concrete discharge
channel with concrete training walls (see Photos A-5B, A-6A, and
A-6B). In general, the concrete of the spillway and discharge
channel is in fair to poor condition.

The upper one foot of concrete of the left training
wall is crumbling (see Photos A-6B and A-7A). There is deterior-
ation of the cold joints as well as cracking and efflorescence of
the concrete. Available records indicate that the top of the left
training wall was raised during the 1956 reconstruction (see Section
2.2b).

The right training wall has a crack its full height,
at about the toe of the ogee section (see Photo A-8A). There is
a large spall at the right training wall contact with the downstream
side of the ogee crest (see Photo A-7B) and erosion of this training
wall at the water line on the upstream side near the spillway (see
Photo A-2A). There is erosion of the concrete along the base of
the right training wall due to the flow of water (see Photo A-8A).
Efflorescence, minor cracking, and the location of cold joints can
be seen in Photos A-7B and A-8A.

451 The face of the ogee-like spillway section is eroded
and the concrete is spalling and scaling (see Photo A-7B). There
is also considerable erosion and spalling of the spillway-to-channel
bottom transition joint (see Photo A-6B) and the erosion is as much
as one foot deep in some places.
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The discharge channel slab is cracking (see Photo
A-8B) and there are spalls along its construction joints. The
channel concrete along the base of the right training wall is also

.J : eroding due to flow which concentrates there. There are also two
seeps through cracks in the concrete floor of the spillway discharge
channel. One seep is flowing clear at about 1 gpm and the other
is flowing clear at about 25 gpm (see Photo A-8B) There are iron
stains where the seeps exit. The seepage may be entering the pave-
ment through cracks higher up on the floor of the spillway.

d. Reservoir Area

The reservoir area is grassed or forested with hardwoods
(see Photo A-9A). Slopes are gentle and there was no indication
that excessive erosion or slope failures into the reservoir might
occur.

e. Downstream Channel

The downstream channel (see Photo A-9B) is a continuation
of the Palmaghatt Kill starting from the toe of the dam and the
downstream end of the spillway discharge channel. Downstream
of the dam the Palmaghatt Kill is a somewhat rocky channel that is

* wooded along both sides.

3.2 EVALUATION

The cracked core wall makes it necessary to assume that the
core wall is absent for the purpose of evaluating potential piping.

The spoil material that was placed on the downstream side of
the dam probably was merely dumped loosely. If it becomes saturated
due to seepage, high rainfall, or minor overtopping, it is likely
to fail since it was dumped to a slope of I.25H:IV.

The spoil, trees, brush and the boulders on the downstream
slope make it impossible to inspect the slope adequately.

455 Erosion that is occurring adjacent to the spillway on the
upstream and downstream side should be repaired. Also, the wave-
cut upstream slope should be repaired by replacing riprap and re-
moving the trees and brush.

The outlet pipe slide gate does not work. It should be re-
paired and then exercised regularly.

The outlet conduit should be dewatered, cleaned, and then
inspected to ascertain its condition.

The large vertical crack in the right training wall should
be checked periodically for possible worsening condition.
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The seeps through the spillway discharge channel floor should
be investigated further when the water level is below the spillway
crest to try and find their origin.

The zones of eroded and deteriorated concrete of the discharge
channel, spillway crest, and training walls should be repaired.

3-5



74 SECTION 4

OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE PROCEDURES

4.1 OPERATION PROCEDURES

There are no written operation procedures for the dam.

Tillson Lake is used for recreational purposes. The outlet
conduit sluice gate is normally shut. The dam has 3-foot-high
flashboards which are in place from May through September (essen-
tially the summer season) and are normally removed by the Operator's
son for the period of October through April (fall-winter-spring).

At the time of inspection on April 8, 1981 the lake level was
about 2 inches higher than the concrete weir crest with outflow
estimated to be about 5 cfs. Three of the four 13.75-foot-long
sections of flashboards were still in place on the weir crest
since only one section had been removed prior to this last winter.

4.2 MAINTENANCE OF DAM AND OPERATING FACILITIES

There are no maintenance procedures for the dam.

The Operator visits the dam site at least twice a week during
the summer and randomly at other times. The outlet conduit sluice
gate, normally closed, is inoperable. It can only be reached by
boat and the operating handwheel is missing. The sluice gate
was reportedly last operated 15 or 20 years ago. In about 1979 a
diver casually looked at the sluice gate while looking for a lost
watch. The Operator's son indicated that the diver verbally re-
ported that there was a buildup of debris in front of the gate
and that it was corroded.

The lake used to be drained for cleaning about every 10 years,
but this was last done in the 1960's according to the Operator's
son. The flashboards are replaced or repaired as required.

4.3 EMERGENCY ACTION PLAN AND WARNING SYSTEM

There is no emergency action plan and warning system for the
dam.

49 4.4 EVALUATION

Maintenance of the dam is unsatisfactory. The condition of
the dam and its appurtenances seems to indicate that it receives
little to no routine maintenance. Large trees, brush, and debris
cover the upstream and downstream slopes. There is erosion damage
to the upstream slope near the right training wall of the spillway.
The outlet sluice gate is in a state of disrepair and the downstream
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end of the outlet conduit is silted in for half its depth.
Effective operation and maintenance procedures need to be de-
veloped and implemented by the Owner in order to avoid continued
deterioration of the dam.

The Owner should develop an emergency action plan outlining
action to be taken to minimize the downstream effects of an emer-
gency, together with an effective warning system.

I
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75- SECTION 5

HYDROLOGY AND HYDRAULICS

5.1 DRAINAGE AREA CHARACTERISTICS

Tillson Lake Dam and Tillson Lake are located on the Palmaghatt
Kill in southeastern New York. About 1.5 miles downstream of the
dam, the Palmaghatt Kill joins the Shawangunk Kill. The Shawangunk
Kill drains to the northeast into the Wallkill River, which in turn
drains to the Rondout Creek. The Rondout Creek flows east and
discharges into the Hudson River at Kingston.

The total drainage area at the dam is about 4.78 square miles,
of which about 0.035 square miles (22.7 acres), or less than one
percent, is actual reservoir surface at the spillway crest (see
Appendix C-6). Being in the Shawangunk Mountains, the topography
is characterized by slopes of from 10% to 25%. Elevations in thedrainage area vary from EL 370 to EL 2180.

5.2 ANALYSIS CRITERIA

The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Hydrologic Engineering Center's
Program HEC-I DB (Reference 3) was used to develop the test flood
hydrology and perform the reservoir routing.

The purr ? of this analysis was to evaluate the dam and
spillway wit. 'spect to their surcharge storage and spillway
capacity. Accordingly, it was assumed that the water surface was
at the spillway crest, with flashboards removed (normal fall-winter-
spring condition), at the start of the flood routing. In addition,
the outlet conduit was assumed to be closed, as it is normally. The
outlet conduit gate is presently inoperable anyway.

A constant base flow of 2 cfs per square mile was chosen to
represent average conditions in the drainage area and was inputted
into the program for all subareas.

The index PMP (probable maximum precipitation) input to the
HEC-I DB program was 21 inches for a 24-hour duration all-season
storm over a 200-square-mile basin, according to HMR 33 (Reference
4). Maximum 6-hour, 12-hour, and 24-hour precipitation for the
actual size of the drainage area (same for 10 square miles or
less) were inputted to the program as percentages of the index
PMP in accordance with HMR 33. A storm reduction coefficient was
then applied internally by the program in order to transpose or
center the storm over the actual total drainage area. Thus, the
corrected 24-hour PMP for the actual total drainage area became
22.2 inches. All rainfall was distributed using the Standard
Proj ect Storm arrangement embedded in the program. (Note: Only
a 24-hour PMP was modeled. If a 48-hour PMP had been used, as is
customary, the corrected 48-hour PMP would have been 23.9 inches,
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inflow to the reservoir would have been slightly more, and spillway
capacity would have been slightly more inadequate than shown by the
analysis in this report.)

62 Appendix C-8 summarizes the subarea, loss'rate, and unit
hydrograph data input to the program. Only two subareas were used.
Subarea I consists of all the drainage area around the reservoir,
and Subarea 2 consists of just the reservoir surface. For the
land in Subarea 1, loss rates were assumed to be 1.0 inch initially
and a constant 0.1 inch per hour thereafter. Snyder unit hydrograph
parameters were chosen from the 1977 Lower Hudson River Basin Flood
Routing Model (Reference 20). A conservative standard lag time was
computed. The program uses the inputted lag time and Snyder peaking
coefficient to solve by iteration for approximate Clark coefficients,
which are then used to calculate the runoff hydrograph.

For the reservoir surface making up Subarea 2, loss rates were
set to zero so that rainfall would equal rainfall excess, or runoff.
Assuming no delay in the rainfall/runoff response, a constant unit
hydrograph for a rainfall duration equal to the HEC-I DB calculation
interval was developed per Appendix C-8 and inputted to the program.

The floods selected for analysis were full and 1/2 PMF (probable
maximum flood). Floods as ratios of the PMF (e.g., 1/2 PMF) were
taken as ratios of runoff, not of precipitation. Peak inflow for
the PMF is about 6,870 cfs or 1,437 csm (cfs per square mile). Peak
outflow is not reduced at all by reservoir routing and is the same
as peak inflow. For 1/2 PMF the peak inflow is about 3,440 cfs
(720 csm) and the routed peak outflow is about 3,430 cfs (718 csm).

5.3 RESERVOIR CAPACITY

Storage capacity for the reservoir, assumed to be at the
spillway crest without flashboards, EL 370, was obtained from ap-
plications for the two reconstructions of the dam in 1939 and in
1956 (see Appendicies F3-3 & F3-11). USGS contour mapping (see
Appendix C-5) was used to obtain area measurements inside contour
elevations above the spillway crest and the capacity of the reservoir
for these areas was computed by the method of conic sections. A
hand tabulation of the reservoir volumes inputted to the program
is on Appendix C-6.

At the spillway crest without flashboards, EL 370, the reser-
voir has a capacity of 230 acre-feet. At the spillway crest with
flashboards, EL 373, the reservoir has a capacity of 312 acre-feet.

At the top of dam, EL 376, the reservoir has a capacity of 394
acre-feet. Maximum surcharge storage between the spillway crest
without flashboards and the top of dam amounts to 164 acre-feet,
or about 0.6 of an inch of runoff from the total 4.78-squat--mile
drainage area. Therefore, the reservoir has almost no capacity to
attenuate peak inflow.
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5.4 SPILLWAY CAPACITY

The dam has a 55-foot-long concrete ogee-like spillway. During
the summer the spillway is used with 3-foot-high flashboards, but
for modeling purposes the flashboards were assumed not to be in
place as is normal during fall, winter, and spring. The top of

762 the dam is about 6 feet higher than the spillway crest without
flashboards.

The discharge capacity for the service spillway was computed
assuming critical flow over a sharp-crested weir. Since the spillwa'
weir is not a true ogee and has a shallow approach depth due to silt
buildup, the sharp-crested weir approximation is considered adequate
for this analysis. Reduction in discharge capacity due to abutment
contractions was neglected. The spillway discharge computations are
presented on Appendix C-7. With water 6 feet over the spillway
crest without flashboards (i.e., water level at top of dam) the
spillway discharges about 2,690 cfs. With the 3-foot flashboards
in place and the same water level at top of dam, the spillway dis-
charge is reduced to about 950 cfs.

The 1956 application for reconstruction of the dam (see Appen-
dix F3-12) indicates that the spillway was designed to safely dis-
charge 1,250 cfs at a pool level 3.5 feet above the spillway crest.
Present discharge computations in this analysis are slightly more
conservative and show that a pool level of about 3.6 feet above
the spillway crest is required to achieve the design discharge.

Total discharge from the dam consists of Just flow from the
spillway. As discussed previously in Section 5.2, the capacity of
the outlet conduit was neglected since it is normally closed and
presently inoperable. The weir parameters for the service spillway
were inputted to the HEC-l DB program which did the spillway dis-
charge calculations during the flood routing.

5.5 FLOODS OF RECORD

As noted in Section 2.3c, the dam was overtopped and breached
by a flood on September 21, 1938, and again overtopped and damaged
by a flood in August 1955. The spillway was flashboarded just

prior to both flood events and available records imply that the
boards did not fail during either flood. For the 1938 flood, it
appears that there were 4-foot-high flashboards level with the top
of the dam and water spilled over a portion of the top of the dam.
The depth of flow over the top is unknown. For the 1955 flood,
the maximum pool level is reported in the 1956 Engineer's Report
(see Appendix F3-9) to have been about 2 feet over the flashboards
(boards appear to have been about 2 feet high at that time). Using
the spillway capacity data developed in Section 5.4, the correspond-
ing flood discharge in 1955 is estimated to have been about 500 cfs
(105 csm), or only about 7% of the PMF peak outflow predicted. 500
cfs is probably equal to or greater than the 1938 flood, since during
that event 500 cfs would have required a depth of flow over the
entire top of dam and flashboarded spillway of about 8 inches.
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5.6 OVERTOPPING POTENTIAL

The results of the overtopping analysis using the HEC-1 DB
program are summarized in Table 5.1. The overtopping analysis
computer input and output for the PMF and 1/2 PMF are included
starting on Appendix C-9.

As noted from Table 5.1, the PMF overtops the dam by about 2.2
feet maximum with duration of overtopping of about 7.2 hours. 1/2
PMF also overtops the dam but only by 0.6 of a foot maximum with
duration of overtopping of about 3.3 hours. Peak inflows are
6,870 cfs for the PMF and 3,440 cfs for 1/2 PMF. PMF peak outflow
is the same as inflow, while 1/2 PMF peak outflow is reduced slight-
ly by reservoir routing to 3,430 cfs. Time to maximum stage, or
the time from the start of the 24-hour storm to peak outflow, is
about 20 hours for both PMF and 1/2 PMF. The peak portion of the
inflow and outflow hydrographs for the PMF and 1/2 PMF are shown
by the computer plots on Appendices C-15 and C-16. Total project
discharge capacity at the top of dam is due only to the spillway
(no flashboards, outlet conduit closed) and is about 2,690 cfs, or
only about 39% of the PMF peak outflow and about 78% of the 1/2 PMF
peak outflow.

Tillson Lake Dam was also modeled with the 3-foot-high flash-
boards in place on the spillway. For this case the total project
discharge capacity at the top of dam is only about 950 cfs, or only
about 14% of the PMF peak outflow. The PMF overtops the dam by
about 3.0 feet and 1/2 PMF overtops the dam by about 1.6 feet. The
computer input and output are included starting on Appendix C-17
and the results are summarized by footnote (e) on Table 5.1.

5.7 EVALUATION

Maximum spillway discharge capacity without flashboards is only
about 39% of the PMF peak outflow. The 1/2 PMF would overtop the
earth embankment and would probably cause failure. The dam has
failed completely due to overtopping once in the past in 1938 caus-
ing violent flooding and damage downstream. It is judged that fail-
ure due to overtopping would significantly increase the hazard to
loss of life downstream from that which would exist just prior to
failure. Therefore, in accordance with Corps of Engineers' screen-
ing criteria for review of spillway adequacy, spillway capacity is
considered "seriously inadequate" and the dam is assessed as "unsafe
non-emergency".
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TABLE 5.1

TILLSON LAKE DAM

OVERTOPPING ANALYSIS

CONDITIONS Total Drainage Area = 4.78 square miles
Start Routing at Spillway Crest EL 370
Top of Dam EL 376
Total Project Discharge Capacity at Top of Dam = 2,690 cfs ±

due to spillway ( flashboards removed).
Outlet conduit closed.

Some values rounded from computed results.

PMF 1/2 PMF (a)

INFLOW

24-hour Rainfall (inches) 22.2 12.4 (b)

24-hour Rainfall Excess ( inches )c) 19.5 9.7 (d)

(cfs) 6,870 3,440
Peak Inflow

(csm) 1,437 720

OUTFLOW

(cfs) 6,870 3,430
Peak Outflow

(csm) 1, 437 718

Time to Peak Outflow (hours) 20.0 20.1
Maximum Storage (acre-feet) 455 410

Max. W.S. Elevation (feet-NGVD) 378.2 (e) 376.6 (e)

Minimum Freeboard (feet) overtopped overtopped

Maximum Depth over Dam (feet) 2.2 0.6

Duration of Overtopping (hours) 7.2 3.3

(a) One-half of PMF total runoff, including base flow. For PMF base flow = 2 cfs per
square mile = 10 cfs ±

(b) Approximation assuming total losses are the same as for the PMF.
(c) Rainfall Excess = Rainfall for the Reservoir Surface. For the rest of the drainage area,

losses are assumed to be 1.0 inch initially and 0. 1 inch per hour thereafter.
(d) Equal to one-half of PMF value.
(e) If 3-foot high flashboards are in place and do not fail, total discharge capacity at top

of dam = 950 cfs ± ;for PMF, peak outflow = 6,870 cfs ± and dam overtopped by 3.0 feet;
for 1/2 PMFpeak outflow = 3,430 cfs ±and dam overtopped by 1.6 feet.

r5I
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1)91 SECTION 6

4 STRUCTURAL STABILITY

6.1 EVALUATION OF STRUCTURAL STABILITY

a. Visual Observations

The steep (I.25H:lV) downstream slope apparently was
formed by dumping spoil from the lake bottom loosely on top of
the original dam. This slope is very likely to slide downstream
if it becomes saturated by seepage through the cracked core wall,
heavy rain, or minor overtopping of the dam. The failure of this
mass of material may or may not cut into the original slope of the
dam.

b. Design and Construction Data

The design and construction data indicate that the down-
stream slope should be 2H:IV. The steeper existing downstream
slope was discussed above.

No existing stability analysis was found for any part of
the dam.

c. Operating Records

No operating records were found or operational problems
reported which would adversely affect the stability of the dam.

d. Post-Construction Changes

The post-construction change was discussed in 6.1a above.

e. Seismic Stability

This dam is in Seismic Zone 1. According to Recommended
Guidelines (Reference 1) a seismic stability analysis is not re-
quired.

6.2 STABILITY ANALYSIS

The concrete spillway is a gravity structure varying in height
from about 4 feet to 20 feet. An independent structural stability
analysis was performed on a representative section about 16 feet
high. The cross section for analysis was chosen about 10 feet
from the right training wall where the effects of lateral support
due to the training wall are considered minimal. The cross section
geometry is based on a 1939 reconstruction drawing (see Appendix
G-1) and on visual observation (see Photos A-6B and A-7B). The
following loading cases were analyzed:
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29. Case 1 - Normal pool at flashboard crest 3 feet above
spillway crest, full headwater uplift, no tail-
water, silt load starting 3 feet below spillway
crest based on observation.

Case 2 - Normal pool at spillway crest, no flashboards,
ice load of 5 kips per linear foot for ice 1.0
foot thick, full headwater uplift, tailwater and
silt load same as Case 1.

Case 3 - Half PMF pool at EL 376.6 or 6.6 feet above spillway
crest, tailwater estimated at 5 feet deep or 11 feet
below spillway crest, full headwater and tailwater
uplift, no flashboards, silt load same as Case 1.

Case 4 - Full PMF pool at EL 378.2 or 8.2 feet above spillway
crest, tailwater estimated at 6 feet deep or 10 feet
below spillway crest, remaining conditions same as
Case 3.

The results of the stability analysis are summarized in Table
6.1. The computations are included in Appendix D.

For all the loading cases analyzed, minimum satisfactory over-
turning stability is considered to be a factor of safety of 1.5
with the resultant passing through the middle third of the base.
For sliding stability, because of the method of analysis used and
the conservative assumptions that were made about foundation mater-
ial properties, a minimum satisfactory factor of safety of 2.0 is
considered appropriate for all the loading cases analyzed, rather
than the customary 3.0. Both overturning and sliding stability must
be satisfactory in order for stability of the section to be satis-
factory.

As noted from Table 6.1, the spillway has unsatisfactory
stability for all four primary loading cases. Included in the un-
satisfactory rating are the normal summer condition and winter ice
load condition, Cases 1 and 2 respectively. Case 1A, normal pool
at spillway crest with no flashboards, which represents normal spring
and fall conditions under present operating procedures, is the only
case where the spillway appears to have acceptable stability, and
then only by a small margin. This normal spring condition essen-
tially prevailed on the day of the visual inspection.

29o Case lB is the same as Case I except that the very large
shear key at the heel of the section is assumed to help resist
overturning. This causes the overturning stability to become
barely satisfactory, but tensile stresses must exist in the
concrete in order to allow the shear key to be effective. The
concrete is assumed to be unreinforced since no data was found
to the contrary. Development of tensile stresses in unreinforced

6-2
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TABLE 6.1
TILLSON LAKE DAM

STABILITY ANALYSIS OF GRAVITY SECTIONS

--------- OVERTURNING--------

FACTOR OF LOCATION OF SLIDING FACTOR
CASE SAFETY (a) RESULTANT (b) OF SAFETY (c)

Spillway Section

1- Normal Pool

with Flashboards 1 .24 unsatisfactory 0.22b 1 .75 unsatisfactory
IA- no Flashboards 1.63 0.38b 2.51
IB- with Flashboards

and U/S shear key 1.53 (tensile stresses) 0.39b 1.75 unsatisfactory

2- Normal Pool,
no Flashboards, Ice Load 1.05 unsatisfactory 0.05b 2.16

3- Half PMF Pool,
no Flashboards <1.17 unsatisfactory <0.14b < 1.57 unsatisfactory

4- Full PMF Pool,
no Flashboards <1.10 unsatisfactory < 0.09b < 1.45 unsatisfactory

Right Training Wall of Spillway Discharge Channel

I- Normal Conditions 0.78 unstable -0.14b 7.56

(a) Overturning factor of safety is ratio of resisting moments to driving moments taken
about the toe.

(b) Distance from toe to point where resultant passes through base, expressed in terms of
base dimension "b". Middle third of base is 0.33b to 0.67b.

(c) For spillway section, sliding factor of safety is ratio of shear resistance moment to
driving moments taken about the center of a circular arc failure plane. For spillway
training wall, sliding factor of safety is ratio of shear resistance force to driving
forces taken along a horizontal failure plane.
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concrete is itself considered unsatisfactory. Therefore, the
stability of Case lB must be considered just as unsatisfactory
as Case 1.

beoe tate ful weigh of the floin wa ndodtrons t Laceofl
Feore Cae th andl 4,ith 1/2 PMF andin PMF codtons t shceol

the spillway was taken into account as a resisting force. Con-
sidering the relatively steep face of the spillway and the high
head and discharge for the 1/2 PMF and PMF conditions, it is prob-

able that the flowing water would exert little to no pressure -
or even negative pressure - on face of the spillway. Therefore,

computed, even to the point where the spillway would become unstable
under 1/2 PMF and PMF conditions.

In view of the apparent unsatisfactory stability of the
spillway, it is recommended that a detailed structural stability
investigation of the spillway be conducted to better assess its
stability under all loading conditions. The investigation should
include appropriate field and laboratory wo rk to determine foundation
material properties and structural details. Also, the effect of
lateral support offered by the spillway abutments may need to be
evaluated. The investigation should determine what modifications,
if any, are necessary to achieve satisfactory stability.

The right concrete training wall of the spillway discharge
channel is also a significant gravity structure. Its failure would
threaten the safety of the embankment behind it. A section of
this wall was analyzed under normal earth load conditions with an
assumed normal water level in the embankment of 5 feet above the
spillway channel floor. The cross section for analysis was chosen
at the maximum unsupported height of about 21 feet which occurs at
about the spillway toe. The results of the analysis are summarized
in Table 6.1, while the computations are included starting on
Appendix D-19.

As noted from Table 6.1, the training wall is critically un-
stable against overturning for normal conditions. Sliding stability
does not appear to be a problem. Since the wall has not in fact
failed, the present analysis must not reflect the true support
system of the wall and/or the actual loading conditions. The wall
was assumed to be unreinforced since no data was found to the con-
trary.

14-s In view of the apparent instability of the right training
wall of the spillway discharge channel, it is recommended that
the training wall be included in the detailed structural stability
investigation previously recommended for the spillway itself.
Similar to the spillway study, the investigation of the right
training wall should include determination of embankment loading
conditions and structural details, the possible need to evaluate
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the affects of lateral support offered by the spillway, and the
determination of any modifications necessary to achieve satis-
factory stability.

i

I
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30 SECTION 7

J I ASSESSMENT AND RECOMMENDATIONS

7.1 ASSESSMENT

a. Safety

Visual inspection of Tilison Lake Dam revealed the
following deficiencies which affect the safety of the darn:

1) Discarded spoil and boulders on top of the original
downstream slope and crest.

2) Multiple cracks in the concrete core wall.

3) Trees and shrubs on the entire downstream slope,
the crest, and along the water line upstream.

4) Erosion adjacent to the spillway and along the
upstream slope.

Hydrologic and hydraulic analysis indicates that maximum
spillway discharge capacity without flashboards is only about 39%
of the PMF peak outflow. The 1/2 PMF would overtop the earth em-
bankmnent and would probably cause failure. It is judged that fail-
ure due to overtopping would significantly increase the hazard to
loss of life downstream from that which would exist just prior to

* failure. Therefore, in accordance with Corps of Engineers' screening
criteria for review of spillway adequacy, spillway capacit 7 is con-
sidered "seriously inadequate" and the damn is assessed as unsafe,
non- emergency'

Structural stability analysis of the spillway section in-
dicates unsatisfactory stability for normal summer conditions and
winter ice load conditions, as well as for 1/2 PMF and PMF conditions.
Normal spring and fall conditions (with flashboards removed) result
in satisfactory stability by only a small margin. Structural sta-
bility analysis of the right training wall of the spillway discharge
channel indicates critical instability for normal conditions.

b. Adequacy of Information

*Available information together with that gathered during
the visual inspection, while considered adequate for this Phase I
Inspection, is deficient in the following respects:

291. 1) The downstream slope and crest are covered with
miscellaneous fill, boulders, and trees, makingj it impossible to observe their condition adequately.

7-1



2) There are no data available on material properties
of the foundation under the spillway, embankment
loading conditions behind the right training wall
of the spillway discharge channel, and structural
details inside the spillway and-right training wall.
Such data critically affect the structural stability

L analysis of these two sections.

3) Minor inconsistencies in the engineering data avail-
able, based on field observation and checking, are
itemized in Section 2.4c.

C. Need for Additional Investigations

-I The following detailed engineering-investigations should
be performed by a registered professional engineer qualified by
training and experience in the design of dams:

41) Perform a detailed hydrologic and hydraulic analysis
to better assess spillway adequacy. This should
include a more accurate determination of the site
specific characteristics of the watershed.

2) Investigate the chairacter of the spoil material on
the downstream slope to determine whether it should
be removed and, if so, provide the procedure for
removal.

3) Determine whether major repairs should be made to
the core wall.

4) Investigate the origin of the seeps through the
floor of the spillway discharge channel.

5) Perform a detailed structural stability analysis
of the spillway and of the right training wall of
the spillway discharge channel to better assess
their stability under all loading conditions. This
should include investigation of foundation conditions,
embankment loading conditions, and structural details.
The large vertical crack in the right training wall
should be taken into account.

29') d. Urgency

As recommended below in Section 7.2a, the flashboards
should be removed from the spillway immediately. Also, a program
to visually inspect the dam at least once a month should be in-
stituted immedately. As recommended below in Section 7.2b, de-
velopmentT oan emergency action plan should be completed within
3 months after receipt of this Phase I Inspection Report by the
OFwne. ile the action plan is being developed, and within 3
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months after receipt of this report by the Owner, the investigations
* I recommended above in Section 7.1c should be started.

Any remedial work deemed necessary as a result of these
investigations should be completed within 18 months after receipt
of this report by the Owner.

Measures recommended below in Section 7.2c should be
completed within 12 months after receipt of this report by the
Owner.

7.2 RECOMMENDED MEASURES

The following work should be performed by the Owner. Where
engineering assistance is indicated, the Owner should engage a
registered professional engineer qualified by training and exper-
ience in the design of dams. Assistance by such an engineer may
also be useful for some of the other work.

a. Complete Immediately

1) Remove the flashboards from the spillway and keep
them removed pending the results of the detailed
hydrologic and hydraulic analysis.

2) Institute a program to visually inspect - not just
casually look at - the da nd its appurtenances at
least once a month.

b. Complete Within 3 Months

Develop an emergency action plan outlining action to be
taken to minimize the downstream effects of an emergency, together
with an effective warning system.

C. Complete Within 12 Months

1) Remove trees and brush and their root systems from
all surfaces of the dam and for 20 feet downstream

4 of the toe in accordance with procedures established
by an engineer. Continue to keep these same areas
clear by cutting brush and trees and mowing grass
at least annually.

61 2) Repair the eroded zones of the embankment adjacent
to the spillway and along the upstream slope in
accordance with a design by an engineer.

3) Monitor the seep adjacent to the outlet conduit
and have the data evaluated in accordance with
procedures established by an engineer.
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4) Dewater and clean the outlet conduit and have it
inspected by an engineer.

5) Restore the outlet conduit sluice gate to operation
L and exercise it regularly.

6) Contingent on the results of the detailed stability
analysis by an engineer, repair the zones of eroded
and deteriorated concrete of the spillway, discharge

channel, and training walls in accordance with adesign by the engineer.

7) Develop and implement effective routine operation

and maintenance procedures for the dam and its
appurtenances.

8) Institute a program of comprehensive technical
inspection of the dam and its appurtenances by an
engineer on a periodic basis of at least once every
two years.

d. Complete Within 18 Months

The following remedial work should be completed by the
Owner. A qualified, registered professional engineer should design
and observe the construction of the remedial work.

1) Appropriate modifications as a result of the detailed
hydrologic and hydraulic analysis.

2) Appropriate modifications as a result of investigating
the spoil material on the downstream slope.

3) Appropriate modifications as a result of investigating
the cracks in the core wall.

4) Appropriate modifications as a result of investigating
the seeps through the floor of the discharge channel.

5) Appropriate modifications as a result of the detailed
structural stability analysis of the spillway and of
the right training wall of the spillway discharge
channel.

7-4



APPENDIX A

4 PHOTOGRAPHS



TILLSON LAKE

ERODED AREA i/

0i 0
+ 0

RIGHT

SEEPERO~ AEP

APPROX. AREA OF EOE RA
DISCARDED BOULDERS
IN SPOIL

48



CON~TRAOL TOWER

OUTLET CONDUITI

liiiC/
IiOD

0 + 7//A, 0W
+' 0

LEFT

ERODED AREA

EROEDAREA ~ A ~ERODED AREA

(7A
~OVERVIEW~

TILLSON LAKE DAM

PHOTO INDEX MAP
TOWN OF GARDINER IULSTER CO., N.Y.
SCALt. NONE * eArtl JULY 1981

C. Tr )bA.LX &IIIIIIIl&rite. ]P.C.

11111 1111 t ISY BO I(IIINICTAOV y filet

P~f? .58-01-00004 /80.844 A-1 DWG. NO. 81-1



I ! .
I '

* A-2A Upstream slope of dam looking toward right abutment. Note
erosion of training wall and upstream slope near spillway
4/8/81

m$

- J A-2B Top of dam looking toward left abutment - 4/8/81

A
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A-3A Downstream slope of dam from 20 feet downstream of toe
at about Sta 3 + 00 - 4/8/81

7

A-3B1 Crack at core wall and right training wall junction -4/8/81
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A-4A Erosion at right side of downstream end of right training wall
of spillway discharge channel. Eddy probably caused the
erosion -4/8/81

A-4B Outlet conduit looking upstream. A seep is barely visible at
the left side of the outlet conduit - 4/8/81
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- A-5A Control tower and slide gate control mechanism -4/8/81

A-5B Spillway crest with floshboards, one section removed,
looking downstream -4/8/81
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A-6A Spillway discharge channel looking upstream. Note erosion
at downstream end of left training wall and seep in middle
through channel bottom - 4/8/81

A-6B Spillway crest looking toward left
abutment. Note erosion at ogee and
channel transition and siltation
upstream o weir - 4/8/81
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A-7A Left training wall and exposed core wall at spillway crest.
Note cold joints and deteriorated condition of concrete
4/8/81

- A-7B Right training wall at spillway crest. Note spalling at
training wall and ogee intersection and erosion and scaling

of downstream side of ogee section - 4/8/81
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-I. 4 A-8A Right training wall at downstream

S'end of ogee section. Note vertical
..... crack in wall and flow concentra-

tion and resulting erosion along
base of wall - 4/8/81

;. /.

A-8B3 Close-up of seep through floor of spillway discharge channel
4/8/81
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A-9A Reservoir shoreline looking upstream from dam. Note
control tower at left - 4/8/81

A-9B Downstream channel from spillway crest - 4/8/81
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PHASE I

VISUAL INSPECTION CHECKLIST

1. BASIC DATA

a. General

Name of Dam 1, Leke Vo

Fed. I.D.# NYOOO©?J DEC Dam No. \t4 - iO

River Basin Loo R. 1-LDSoN

Location: Town GA'\A County 2LTE L

Stream Name RI_

Tributary of S A CNAr4G 4.K V..-i-

Latitude (N) 410 40.?' Longitude (W) 7V ° 1.6'

Type of Dam VkUs Cx. 'R4, TE CCO9 o. WkUR

Hazard Classification __ __

Date(s) of Inspection J\?j_ sl

Weather Conditions 50 4W', ,,- It,'

Reservoir Level at Time of Inspection '7o.D7 t

b. Inspection Personnel (*Recorder) -[o.S 5tu - -

1?--. - C.:TN\ " V-rd- FOULOS - F I

c. Persons Contacted (Including Title, Address & Phone No.)

~ Si~d VcX. -?9,S!SVrFNT oF -tLLSof Lkw5. P..P~K1INrC.
L, LE AS EE 4 OPKA-TO

5 'T Ue-Y ?"p 0Y it(56S( OF LA.E V-A )

'aS (SIZ) *6e9-oS 14oME. (5v;0 efe7 --7o5c)

* A~so ps~E~S T h C.JNry .9 WI..Stj L-A?'E RrcPA* OKP OATok

d. History s3f _
Date Constructed 1 llso's Date(s) Reconstructed ,9!*4I1956

Designer oR1GiAL- /KNc4 .5-5. LiFmvC 19s,--.w, W.5TLAj<

Constructed By UV'oNit4

Owner U- 0 FCAL-1Y. . /00 S -v/e'/ OR. SCAJCU5; YJ oo q

jAm'): Jorp- OA14UE- MF_<_i0NT (Zoi) b$6~ q900
B-1



1568 Name of Dam J7j//0 lcke Vatr, Date Ar 8 91  2

2. EMBANKMENT

a. Characteristics

GEl 1) Embankment Material APhqA/, #//). /J, ,,nprr
i4 /'-,,-ir bcr,., a, A, ,r - ckL,,-, ,-,,,, s,'ect / or,5 ,.A)

GEl 2) Cutoff Type A/okTe

GEl 3) Impervious Core ci1i7cre- co,-e c.jat/ ',.. i-,ec. c'il-/op.

eold It&oirs ,'-i crc e'ri/ -v lea- cf Sf ,Co./a c,r -bo

GEL 4) Internal Drainage System Aoo e-

GEL 5) Miscellaneous Ap' -c thaf c/,"ed mcik,-,' 4
iI

4uj rid lct '~h-g d(;-5CQZi1C or Cte >7 e1R.S?'Cr f ~r1 -
' GE/b,- CofI. Ore veoj( ,>r"wL._-.

GEl b. Crest

GEl 1) Vertical Alignment /rrg j"ar- z /1.

GEL 2) Horizontal Alignment Ifre5"l/r- c/c? 7' duf A lr

L .)o ,/.

GEl 3) Lateral Movement A/lo- oer,,,vc,//e,

. GEL 4) Surface Cracks eoreiue// 15 crgick c/ eksl,'//

av 01 a .' SAet /-4V /6 le t- o7, /,(p~vWt Oe.

GEI 5) Miscellaneous C-esi ;s Arre l toi-t-¢ l,ees to /o,-.

GEL c. Upstream Slope

GEL 1) Slope (Estimate H:V) /.5-N:,V ebove beacA, 6'j//V a,-ibpcA.

GEL 2) Undesirable Growth or Debris, Animal Burrows

/,3 IV ?';,. r ,sA,..

GEl 3) Sloughing, Subsidence or Depressions jctvce e-oto,

O,,, oJ level. - rk4 /7,c-cre c a, * Ol t

On .si-r.., 13- 2., 1



2786 Name of Dam r;/I.o,, take - Date 1,q.r.j 6, 3

GEl 4) Slope Protection 3/ IZ,/ ,. 5&0.2e /0 /rp ,/. of

Ce Alt'd c a-t d re e--s abe2ve.

GEl 5) Surface Cracks or Movement at Toe Alo- obs,-r-yeie

GEl d. Downstream Slope

GEl 1) Slope (Estimate - H:V) /.2 H.'IV

GEl 2) Undesirable Growth or Debris, Animal Burrows -e ,

.1 Tree5 -to 20 o f /k01 Cc kS et:ct f/, '70ok i1'ds10,0~e,

GEl 3) Sloughing, Subsidence or Depressions I/&rje c-o&noAti-of

GEl 4) Surface Cracks or Movement at Toe Ao-/- -ser-vcil

GEl 5) Seepage Qor2a In io oa;2e/ c/ be t/ ,M' (ezboat;-

12/f 7,6ve -17wc,-er ), A/o .34-e,c v P/r/er, i

GEl 6) External Drainage System (Ditches, Trenches, Blanket)

A'ln e.

GEl 7) Condition Around Outlet Structure A/0  ,

Caef,- 6-o,*?- 7 n,', cchalc/y /, rr3
I .. -46 Y14['eJ 1 Vj

GEl 8) eepage beyond Toe- , eoctyc ,'/s IJ,-, be, foo ,,

I 2 Afnd I e

GEl e. Abutments - Embankment Contact

I ..... b, c~£ bc,-oc.. E-rv{,-, ',n'2 s9  t r .)I '/doc'UJ-

I '- 3



4586 Name of Dam 77//Son L-c.kc tDe?,, Da t e_ __ 4

GEI 1) Erosion at Contact___ othv~

A4 GEl 2) Seepage Along Contact j-,

3.~ DRAINAGE SYSTEM

GEI a. Description of System Alor7e&

GEl b. Condition of System A,4

GEl c. Discharge from Drainage Syste m/ 4

4. INSTRUMENTATION (Monumentation/Surveys, Observation Wells,
GEI geIr' 7Piezoeters, Etc.)

5. RESERVOIR

~1GEI a. S lopes _(e-A; 3Hq:V a.- tGho r~ Qk-,d /079o4 2

GEI b. Sedimentation A/fosvcL

GEl c. Unusual Conditions Which Affect Dam A~r,

I B-4



12'85 Name of Dam T/5rlck Z Vcrx- Date 4b6(/ 5

6. AREA DOWNSTREAM OF DAM

i a. Downstream Hazard (No. of Homes, Highways, etc.) 69tce6

j f 0 OV sr- 500 t-Pf E,%J VNIRLY 1Ac.H M&'E LANLE~JL~4

IGEI b. Seepage, Growth Ai/ /C~-// Ala S-&-O e e.

O-bs e-ve cl-

GEI c. Evidence of Movement Beyond Toe of Dam A16>" zi,Ad

.4 ~d. Condition of Downstream Channel C 4 IL

7. SPILLWAY(S)-(Including Discharge Channel)

a.. General. C~c~ cc:,E. SET og t,,o-r:' ibrcy,

L-Ro :&tA.Ls .4 IYtL" FkF- $'JppopT ''VJj.

O4- Vil 1-3 PVRS-YogIO Irote A.i\r A(LULE

?PJ05&V..: HI&/4A-r

ONJ EFT to t  '-lQR OW. ?,\C, A-rDA1 ~J~A Urv O.E

b. Conditon of Service Spillway i - oo

L.Fr TA4i~4,.'AJ)%..L~ P %L-.J&A 4 P15 ENDO 10?- ioF c,~T

1 j~~6 r-.CL. %jot~wrS /pJ C O\C~rTtE5 teyjAoP vEAaIJ ,-IF _.CtrCE

RI G~iNTa 1PJ04NG QPJ.LL.- C.RAC~ c-l ki tj iFIT gyr W~ALL N&W 'i r-Rut~A

~~1~Ad e~T. -i ~ T I~cH1 TkAWq~It4G W.ALL L~c

P)J'5 SaE ID o OE~E CpRE'S C..p&.c,rEENF--t PAc..r -rAjNNCG AL +

1 4-1 Cnd'e'en ef 9P!44%-&7 Cpill- W. -AL CONC1~ 1PO5 Io

*Kr kJAT6L LINIE NAA& !SlujdQA-V pp. u/ S/CE IeAlm~iti r., WALL,

OC-AL. si-c lot-, - -Sft4Jjt4G ALLJC Otflt/A EA

C,6t4GPAL I1eMf AiP.LjICJ C.LApcj~i& cF morrC s MO 5'LwV

*-IIPG- W~ALL- Ct-4Tr 1 9J.IAC AT cosmcn.,j JoitJTS

C_.. r40 A.VAIULDY SPILLWA71

I 5 B-5



4599 Name of Dam rillsonIqke 1j)a#r)_Date dar / 6

d. Condition of Discharge Chne c; e&0e>A epA 1g-w~

OCTE8 A~b CHANNEL- -RANSITION CI4ANNi L VTom SLA5 CRALkjItj(,

900 ~ 01Q U4 ~-TSI -R-A(1 OS Ot- r CfjAN,00erL CONCOL..ETE

ALot-J&- CASE or~ ItGT TP-AflOJNC,. LuAI--t,)15~D~A~

a\VCg. s~ptuW"A~ cpfjL6NTkAiK --PAuwcAJ AT gpiurs OF C/1AAEL. isoroM-

8. RESERVOIR DRAIN/OUTLET

'Ia. Type: Pipe___ Conduit.V Other _ _ _ _

b. Material: Concrete'V Metal____ Other_____

c. Size: -S. x 'Ix% Length usr -rr

d. Invert Elevations: Entrance Exit AI4oy

11e. Physical Condition (Describe)

Unobservable -v (coiovr-r siLTEa> IN A30VTr L'-&

1) Material IDL rKo5rD jwTq is CAts -cSooar

* 1 2) Joints OSVAL. Alignment 0,MotsuVASIg.

3) Structural Integrity ~JK1~.?

4) Hydraulic Capability -- CaNV'JT SiLrrr it. z- 4-

f. Means of Control: Gate V Valve___ Uncontrolled

Operation: Operable Inoperable / Other ____

Present Condition (Describe) 6C~s~- ST/-4(ox)7-,oLM6CWA1jSfA

iw5T- I 4 I I o P -ZLE ,% NLjJ66 L A SS

g. Other Outlets (water mains, diversion pipes) _____

I I

I B- 6



0920 Name of Dam ri/156,, Leike onDate 4~r~9i 7

9. STRUCTURAL

a. Concrete Surfaces toos$T sve-rKCXA S&W~, SIGNS OF E~o'S(bJ1

1UAI&UNE CkAcVt GC SCAUN A.NO 5VFFLOvAj 5LENC( - PI.Le AT

SomE chpS-rx-uc-itj JotTS. C LtLO oF Trop or-gEPosE,

COaJAALL- 4- 9fP-- OF *ToP &F RC..I.I -Tf.AIN'eJC, AA

b. Structural Cracking /~LTHAoVGII r-ott 'DALL. U'See t.Ibo],

LE"~ 1rAAING L'JALL t 7. - .- C.AVf. AL,-o COLr

-4owrJTS tP ffMAjYJ LCA.krfE 5uP-AcL-S

C. Movement - Horizontal &Vertical Alignment(Settlement)__

GEI d. Junctions with Abutments or Embankments_________

GEl e.- D'rains - Foundation, Joint, Face____________

f. Water Passages, Conduits, Sluices___________

GEl g. Seepage or Leakage 7 2
pj*D Sees 4M vr 622 oar - fPx2ZZ-64iCL

B-7J



0798 Name of Dam rfllso1.i La/k O I" Date Arc8 g 8

h. Joints - Construction, etc._ AAN41 C0-t 'JpIN7X

(...rrtj '510ALL/A'G Ar somrc- j,47s rsr-cwi

OC-.r~ t4 ISCpA&G E ANRe)kr-L c-AT-AC-- AAi AL-oNG-

*ToP r W; L.FZ-t TM-Ah4IN, WaA.LL-

GEL i. Foundation 6ecrcc.I ciie

1.3o

GEL j Abutme.'Ts L7s ctvt

k. Control Gates Q..TLAET.T C0vo'r GA.T6 -(Orjl'> ' tje6

1. Approach & Outlet Channels ,Po0'x- tOIA

OUTLCT CHA~AMJC' -rcwAPVr> 7-6 v'/. Ewrib#%To

-5Lors -Tovu^A-> LEPr-r TRAINjkr. w.ALL .- 1711 cAus6s w~OA)f

5 F- CoN C f 7-NTEC AT OC-2, F- 'To& /-0, ". A Lo mG SAS 6 o FkIC/
-Tj~t-J 1,j -1 LL t' - C~z,- CoN C.Q.T1C F-A-o:WOJ A4f %116 I-or.A$/oAJ-5

M. Energy Dissipators (Plunge Pool, etc.)_________

FROCJ< AT T'/S 5NJ> or- Cp AJ2 pg~~ Af

soc 6't0S'0,2 Ar D 'Lr i£vp PLirr -irQONI IQ) (SEE Z-e)

* ~~n. Intake Structures ___________________

o. Stability _________________________

IP. Miscellaneous N8,.



8876 Name of Dam rl//j.s Lckr O-, Date Ap /. 8 1 /8/ 9

10. APPURTENANT STRUCTURES (Power House, Lock, Gatehouse, Service
Bridge, Other)

a. Description:_ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _

COT A oL. -tTwF-., IA/ --Ak' .wir1 co,,o-r~pL.

MFec.HAWJISAI PPO SUMjt' G.AT- Ac: ASLE ONLy 8Y

b. Condition: C),.-Y O .5P=AVA!SL-F- f'?._o SHo .

C~~NJ.17 ~ ~ i 1lg$HAaa r: P-o~AM1rt-

, fi E-oe/f r 4 S""bE ,.

rrL -5 Vol& tA~cC.xjiSM q- 6A.Th6 Ap6Ae

L~F - 1k) Pc09. c ~oT~ocN

11. MISCELLANEOUS MECHANICAL/ELECTRICAL EQUIPMENT

a. Description:___

b. Condition:

I

12. OTHER

r
I

B-9

_ .. .. .. 7 7 .. ... 7 . . - 7. .. i ...Aa - i . ., . . .
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4595

PHASE I INSPECTION

HYDROLOGIC AND HYDRAULIC
ENGINEERING DATA CHECKLIST

Name of Dam TILLSON L,%K tAtN Fed. Id.# NYOOOE3

I. AREA-CAPACITY DATA

Elevation Surface Area Storage Capacity
(ft.) (acres) (acre-ft.)

a. Top of Dam _ _ Z . E.sT, L

b. Design High Water
(Max. Design Pool) 373'E -  ZA.t EST. b5iS EST.

c. Auxiliary Spillway , --
Crest w/ 1,

d. Pool Level with
Flashboards 273 5.5.6 ES .

e. Service SpillwayCrest 570 2-7?-7 ?

~ S~.-FL__A~TIot4 IS VOR E-XPOSF- CAZWJ-NT< p 0TF

2. DISCHARGES

Volume

(cfs)

a. Average Daily U aRNOWN4

b. Spillway @ Top of Dam (W/, SoA b) 2?G0

c. Spillway @ Design High Water Appce ik-I-) I 2.50 -S

d. Service Spillway @ Auxiliary Spillway
Crest Elevation N(A%

N40,L'/I CALOSED G), F-1
e. Low Level Outlet = 12,o cf \/ WTFp.Svrr' cE-.EL170 0

4~. CLot4.JT CLA-A. PPME rL.) tpoPAA6LrC
f. Total (of all facilities)@ Top of Dam Z..,90

g. Maximum Known Flood SEPT. ___ _ 191% _o , Fb.%Lt

h. At Time of Inspection _

4 GfP-ATEF IHAN SILLWAYC Ak-ITY WI V%-,&AS oAS IN PLA.E.

I -T oo eS '-\oSe-s, iR \95s ENT L2A.E1>

I C-1
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3. TOP OF DAM

Elevation 3 7(o

a. Type EAtTH FILL- w1 WMC4. CORE. WALL 4- GIRAy ry Sp(LUjAy SEcTIoNj

b. Width VkRiS AVIG. Is /  Length 308l' ( (ZvW ViJo SPILI-Wk)

c. Spillover -5EVC..' SPILLWAY

d. Location ' ow L-ErT. 4kbU TWENT L-OOKIN& r/ S

4. SPILLWAY

SERVICE AUXILIARY

a. w3 -( VLA6M604A& S Elevation NONE
b. 0CEE. ( o,) Type

c. W idth

Type of Control

d. N/ Uncontrolled

Controlled:
e. r , _ N 2o NppS Type

(Flashboards; gate)
f. + r0rioNs Number

g. 3'HGH 'Q 15 c..H Size/Length

h. C-ON C. TE Invert Material

Anticipated Length

i. _of Operating Service

j.. O , Chute Length

.k. Q' >E)-To S %THeight Between Spillway Crest
& Approach Channel Invert

(Weir Flow)

1. Other

'Qs"J _LEyATIotj ~oA NFA4 'YoR(( GAZ1?' OP' LAIKCS REF. ?_S

1
I
I -



14597

5. OUTLET STRUCTURES/EMERGENCY DRAWDOWN FACILITIES

as Type: Gate Sluice___ ConduitJy Penstock___

b. Shape C.o NC.. So')c CuLVCR-.T L'j/ CONTO-OL GA rE m V/S r-ND

co Size- 3'5,c -x 1,701 LoN(,c, (tAEI-.SuP-aS wl~f &X o'ThgT)

d. Elevations: Entrance Invert MI

*Exit Invert 'S! (SILTEO I,' Agovr j~

e. Tailrace Channel: Elevation NIL\

6. FLOOD WATER CONTROL SYSTEM

a. Warning System N C) NE.5

b. Method of Controled Releases (mechanisms) C-X.'J ONLI/ PIGU~T

9g1LEAS , Sy kr.=ovi4c~, VfL OHAPX>5 . OrrL-r Co~put

~iL.TEC> iri At> rCoN.Jreot._<-ATE 1-, UJoPA&Al3LE

7. CLIMATOLOGICAL GAGES 1r-EFERENC.ES Z-14-1-2

a. Type toW-?REcqit4r, ?FfLlIPT~foN GfrN 1ttN--(4 '21.

b. Location -ro~jN OF_ GRKujpr- L*T. (4 0 q'41. Lo.., 7,# 09'

- -% IMI..S qA.sV OF p.
c. Period of Record To9rNr

d. Maximum Reading LKoVNDate

8. STREAM GAGES ?,ErEMN~Lr- 2V1;+tL+

a. Type__ b~pN wxEP IS-An-otJ V5SCS GAG6 -* O1WIS0o

b. Location WJALLK.ILL RIVER AT GARDIN 5R. (rgu ^.ep

"-4 4 1 l LoN~6. 74009'56" *"5 MI, LES WEST WrP4

c. Period of Record, M14 - PftFE.S-t4T

d. Maximum Reading '10o 1%0 L f33L IuDate oc1-r. iG t 955

9. OTHER

VPoAA',, YIL L DW CW.~AILL -?,\IT LES~ SA.W. 07- 1611y 8'i6L

C-3
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10. DRAINAGE BASIN CHARACTERISTICS

a. Drainage Area Or.87o OR 5AL05 o9.(o AC.-RES

b. Land Use - Type _4eAVILY - AOO5t

c. Terrain - Relief %"roP S oF- o%- LS% ELEVArioNS Mot F- Wo 7o 9L iibo

d. Surface - Soil GLAC-IA_ T(LL

e. Runoff Potential (existing or planned extensive alterations
to existing surface or subsurface conditions)

NO4OF KNOr4.

f. Potential Sedimentation Problem Areas (natural or man-made;

present or future)

..0N,, kNOvJ/A.

g. Potential Backwater Problem Areas for Levels at Maximum
Storage Capacity (including surcharge storage)

No"IC

h. Dikes - Floodwalls (overflow & non-overflow) - Low Reaches
Along the Reservoir perimeter
Location N__

Elevation

i. Reservoir

Length @ Maximum Design Pool 1700t (AT SPILLWAY cREsr) (feet)

Length of Shoreline (@ Service Spillway Crest)."' O (feet)

IC-4
0
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TILLSON LAKE DAM, NY 00083

PHASE I INSPECTION REPORT

REFERENCES

This is a general list of references pertinent to dam safety
investigations. Not all references listed have necessarily been
used in this specific report.

1. "Engineering and Design, National Program For Inspection of
Non-Federal Dams", ER 1110-2-106, Dept. of the Army, Office
of the Chief of Engineers, 26 September 1979, with Change 1
of 24 March 1980. Included as Appendix D of the ER is
"Recommended Guidelines For Safety Inspection of Dams".

2. "HEC-I Flood Hydrograph Package, Users Manual", The Hydro-
logic Engineering Center, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers,
January 1973.

I. "Flood Hydrograph Package (HEC-1), Users Manual for Dam
Safety Investigations", The Hydrologic Engineering Center,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, September 1978.

4. HMR 33, "Seasonal Variations of Probable Maximum Precipitation,
East of the 105th Meridian for Areas 10 to 1000 Square Miles
and Durations from 6 to 48 Hours," U.S. Dept. of Commerce,
NOAA, National Weather Service, 1956.

5. HMR 51, "All-Season Probable Maximum Precipitation, U.S. East
of 105th Meridian for Areas from 1000 to 20,000 Square Miles
and Durations from 6 to 72 Hours", U.S. Dept. of Commerce,
NOAA, National Weather Service, 1974.

6. HYDRO-35, "Five-to-60 Minute Precipitation Frequency for the
Eastern and Central United States", U.S. Dept. of Commerce,
NOAA, National Weather Service, June 1977.

7. "Technical Paper No. 40, Rainfall Frequency Atlas of the
United States , U.S. Dept. of Commerce, Weather Bureau,
1961.

8. Design of Small Dams, United States Dept. of the Interior,
Bureau of Reclamation, Second Edition, 1973, Revised Reprint,
1977.

9. King, Horace W. and Brater, Ernest F., Handbook of
Hydraulics, fifth edition, McGraw-Hill Book Co., Inc.,
New York, N. Y., 1963.

10. "Flood Hydrograph Analyses and Computations", EM 1110-2-
1405, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 31 August 1959.
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2i 2' 11. "Technical Release No. 55, Urban Hydrology for Small Water-
sheds", U.S. Dept. of Agriculture, Soil Conservation
Service (Engineering Division), January 1975.

12. National Engineering Handbook, Section 4, Hydrology, U. S.I Dept. of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, August 1972.

13. "Hydraulic Design of Spillways", EM 1110-2-1603, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, 31 March 1965, with Change 1 included.

14. "Standard Project Flood Determinations"1 , EM 1110-2-1411,
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 26 March 1952.

15. "Hydrologic and Hydraulic Assessment", Appendix D of EC 1110-
2-188, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 30 December 1977.

16. "Reviews of Spillwa r Adequacy, National Program of Inspection
of Non-Federal Dams',) ETL 1110-2-234, U.S. Army Corps of

2 Engineers, 10 May 1978.

17. Hammer, Mark J., Water and Waste-Water Technology, John

Wiley & Sons, Inc., New York, 1975.

18. "Hydraulic Charts For the Selection of Highway Culverts",
Hydraulic Engineering Circular No. 5, U.S. Department of
Commerce, Bureau of Public Roads, December 1965.

*19. "Guide for Making a Condition Survey of Concrete in Service",
American Concrete Institute (ACT) Journal, Proceedings Vol.

4 65, No. 11, November 1968, pages 905-918.

20. "Lower Hudson River Basin, Hydrologic Flood Routing Model",
New York District., Corps of Engineers, January 1977.

21. "Climatological Data, Annual Summary, New York, 1979",'Volume 91, No. 13, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Admin-
istration, Asheville, North Carolina.

l22. "Climatological Data, New York, September 1980", Volume 92,
No. 9, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration,
Asheville, North Carolina.

23. "Water Resources Data For New York, Water Year 1979",.1 Volume 1, USGS Water-Data Report NY-79-l, U.S. Geological
Survey, Albany, New York, 1980.

24. "Maximum Known Stages and Discharges of New York Streams
Through 1973", Bulletin 72, U.S. Geological Survey, 1976.

205 25. "Characteristics of New York Lakes (Gazetteer)", Bulletin
68, U.S. Geological Survey and NYS Department of Environ-
mental Conservation, 1970.

26. "Gravity Dam Design", EM 1110-2-2200, U.S. Army Corps of
Engineers, 25 September 1958, with Changes 1 & 2 included.

E-2



27. "Gravity Dam Design - Stability", ETL 1110-2-184, U.S. Army
Corps of Engineers, 25 February 1974.

28. "Landforms and Bedrock Geology of New York State", New York
State Museum and Science Service, University of the State of
N.Y., State Education Dept., Albany, N.Y., reprinted 1973.

29. Geologic Map of New York, Lower Hudson Sheet, New York State
Museum and Science Service, University of the State of N.Y.,
State Education Dept., Albany, N.Y., reprinted 1973.

30. Terzaghi, Karl and Peck, Ralph B., Soil Mechanics in Engineer-
ing Practice, second edition, John Wiley Sons, Inc., New
York, N.Y., 1967.
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APPENDIX F

SECTION Fl

LOCATION OF AVAILABLE ENGINEERING DATA AND RECORDS

1. Owner: U & U Realty, Inc.
100 Seaview Drive
Secaucus, NJ 07094
Attn: Joseph Uanue, President

201-348-4900

Available: No data.

2. Operator (Leasee): Tillson Lake Recreation Park, Inc.
Gardiner, NY 12525
Attn: Henry S. Cuney, President

914-564-2718

George Surinach, Vice-President
(Mr. Cuney's Son)
35 Utterby Rd.
Malverne, NY 11565
516-887-7859

Available: No data.

3. Designer: Unknown.

4. Construction Contractor:

Unknown, but owner was:
Hassey A. Tillson
Walden, NY (deceased)

5. Designer For 1939 Reconstruction:

Solomon LeFevre
New Paltz, NY
(business status unknown, not contacted)

6. Designer For 1956 Reconstruction:

T.W. ("Don") Westlake, P.E.
Holmes Rd.
RD 1, Box 66
Newburgh, NY
(business status unknown, not contacted)

Fl



7. Construction Contractors For Reconstructions: Unknown

8. Agency: NYS Department of Environmental Conservation
50 Wolf Rd.
Albany, NY 12233
Attn: George Koch, P.E., Chief, Dam Safety Section

518-457-5557

Available: Drawings, letters and report describing
failures and reconstructions, applications
for reconstruction, and inspection report.

I
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PHASE I INSPECTION

CHECKLIST FOR GENERAL ENGINEERING DATA

& INTERVIEW WITH DAM OWNER

Name of Dam 7Zt~oi Ll -e.i. l  Fed. Id.#//Y00083

Date 9// /98/ Interviewer(s) 7 o1waS P- 3ec/ e.' 4 -'

Dam Owner/Representative(s) Interviewed, Title & Phone#

S ~6 . ,4C4'x V-Po,/ 7/~- L~k!..- 0Cc 4 o-A PC,r

9".(~ -q8 -50zs /-,~ 6 8~ - 7 -78-9 A//e' ,AY/6
(Soki c, -e 0e176/V4Y1ldh

1. OWNERSHIP (name, title, address & phone #)

2. OPERATOR (name, title, address & phone # of person responsible
rE a y-to-day operation) (-, L4

AI /Z ,sz6

a. Operator Full/Part time -'ir'e_.

3. PURPOSE OF DAM

a. Past C ,-a!-',.,. 45,P '1 oi,-r, 47s? .77"/1

b. Present ?e-~c.,ei ~ ~ '~4 ,c,/O1~~~ 1
L V

4. DESIGN DATA

a. Designed When a l, 7  .Su,.4/e1 /02c -/93o '4

b. By (name, address, phone #, business status)

.1a

c. Geology Reports A0 , AO-l"

d. Subsurface Investigations A042e kL-Cown

e. Design Reports/Computations (H&11, stability, seepage)
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0

f. Design Drawings (plans, sections, details)

g. Design Specifications ,i'4,'c.. /? rle

h. Other / 9 , ' /966 re Azzea.",i c4 ', .

s. CONSTRUCTION HISTORY', t , .

a. Initial Construction

1) Completed When U/i,'7-7, /s.e'!- /9Zo' - /?3o's

2) By (name, address, phone #, business status)
, 4,,,~4/_ , ', ,Ae#, t.f. 4 >

3) Borrow Sources/Mterial Tests

_.. 4/ / ,-/

4) Construction Reports/Photos !VDp-t-! / floL . .-

D~~ers ion_ '04,-A-e -A
5) Diversion Scheme/Construction Sequence

6) Construction Problems A/.& 1-0o_-n

7) As-Built Drawings (plans, sections, details)

8) Data on Electrical & Mechanical Eauipment Affecting
Safe Operation of Dam , , / -/- --1e

d . ), /,-> .,,-, .- , +e ,4 t-a"-cz,,,,944.

9) Other . la,

II
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b. Modifications (review design data & initial construction
items as applicable & describe) e/9 r4&eJC4ic. e'o,'e_

,, D~ . - o4 e 61,4., Iv. 2 ,, ed 74,W11 0 &i,,

I*t r 4/V V

c. Repairs & Maintenance (review design data & initial con-
str *tion items as applicable & describe)*/?39 -i2 d

x./' _74V

/*1 ~ 4e52'-7e 4 icrF3J - 4 F3 - 9 6'p ~-/

Cc'7~,~o4 ~1i~~ss'/ c/ca lctl44e./(Sec,.Aq 141

6. OPERATION RECORD

a. Past Inspections (dates, by, authority, results)A,

"4//S -AEC ,

b. Performance Observations (seepage, erosion, settlement,
post-constr ction surveys, instrumentation & monitoring
records 70 ,an ,...,, io, -. , ,S

, e / 741W V Q''

C. Post-Construction Engineering Studies/ReportsJ4

d. Routine Rainfall, Reservoir Levels & Discharges
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4564
4564e. Past Floods That Threatened Safety (when, cause,

discharge, max. pool elevation, any damage)

* , i i, /q1 3 e 5 /o e , /, ,4-,,.. , s .

.{ f. Previous Failures (when, cause, describe)

0 /- 0 V L,9- r (~ce c PH /cd

g. Earthqk'ake History (seismic activity in vicinity of dam)

Ao

7. VALIDITY OF DESIGN, CONSTRUCTION & OPERATION RECORDS (note any
apparent inconsistencies)

o3YA / uA L C

8. OPERATION & MAINTENANCE PROCEDURES

a. Operation Procedures in writing?A/Q Obtain copy or des-
cribe. (reservoir regulation plan, normal pool elevation
and status of operating facilities, who operates & means
of communication to controller, mode of operating facili-
ties, i.e., manual, automatic, remote).o 3'./ , 9i0

describe. * ,-q 0.. /re -- l/ r,-'el
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C*Emergency Action Plan & Warning System in Writing? 2 ~
Obtain copy or describe. (actions to be taken to

minimize the D/S effects of an emergency)________

9. OTHER

* 9 9 e2m' 'Ie 2?ev4''z /0'- s /-0 'Iew

e- cqs a-~e~ 3~c e- L-./ 4o /c~ #6

P'PA /-1 '6 df", ' c- /a~ 1. 1 s~-~. +4.

(d:s e .vga-e ,/%pc-6 II /d' C~ io'nee CL 4,C 410

G-z ~7ie~~L~s~saz a-O9 4W6t'~~~ 0c- ' " P6 @L-

e ~ ~-14, 7',:hc~ -Pd#L l/ h ~

.4110+ C,,V4 E C ' z g a W ,o ,x F -F 7sr1x'0 .
v A~~~e dw" e- . ,4-" 4c , (Ann o )

e ; - 01,A4 9', F....3. -- -7 5
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U U r'X

Wallkill, N.- _

Sept 27, 1938 -

The State Conservation Dept. OCT I 193,
Albany, N.Y.

Gentlemen:

On the night of Sept. 21st at about 8:30 o'clock, our farm
was subjected to a violent flood. For some days previous there had
been intermittent rain. The brook,running some 50 to 100 ft. below
the house,had risen somewhat, but not in any sense to dangerous
proportions. On a number of previous occasions we saw it consider-
ably higher and after receding left us entirely no damage. On the
night in question, however, a private dam (Tillson Lake) about three
quarters of a mile upstream burst. This dam held back thirty five
acres of water, thirty five feet deep in the channel. V'hile this
dam had an ample spillway to take care of high waters, it was the
constant practice of the owners to keep this spillway planked up.
Only when there was already threatening high water was any attempt
made to remove the planks or to open the 3' square drain, a difficult
job in both cases even in normal weather to say nothing of its being
an impossible job during a storm. To open the drain it was necessary
to row out to a concrete tower. To remove the planks from the spill-
way was at all times dangerous, for it required working at a 35'
height against water pressure. There were no mechanical means to
remove these planks which quite completely blocked the entire spill-
way. Such were the conditions on the night of Wednesday, Sept.21st.
It was a physical impossibility to do either of the two jobs. The
high water then proceeded, aided somewhat by high velocity wind, to
spill with considerable volume and force over the datm proper.

At this point I wish to describe briefly the construction
of the dam. At the right (facing upstream from below the dam) there
was a spillway shaped somewhat like a half funnel except that the
sides were more square than round. The left hand side of this spill-
way had a concrete wall at right angles to the dam proper and running
diagonally from the bed stream to the top of the dam. The lead off
of the spillway was concrete. A few feet to the left of this wall
and running at the very bottom of the original channel was the three
foot square concrete drain running from a point some distance in the
lake directly under the concrete tower to a point on the other side
of the dam a few feet beyond the edge of the dirt fill. The rest of
the dam other than the spillway, was a concrete wall 28" wide at the
base, 12" wide at the top and approximately 35' high. Through this
concrete there were some steel reinforcing bars of about 3/4" diameter.
These bars appeared to be spaced about four or five feet apart. On
both sides of this concrete wall there was a rock and dirt fill.
Since the spillway was planked shut, the rising water spilled directly
over the dam proper and kept washing away quite rapidly the down
stream part of the fill, leaving the concrete wall entirely unsupport-
ed since it stood there without any other permanent bracinG. The
answer - it burst from top to bottom about 100 feet wide.

F3-1



A number of people caught in the rush of water very

narrowly escaped with their lives; bridges were promptly washed avay;
houses flooded; many, many trees uprooted, and general damage that
goes with a flood. 14y farm is approximately three quarters of a mile
below this dam, and while others were closer to it than we were our
farm was the hardest hit because the water uppn coming to our land

concentrates between two high banks giving it great volume and force.
Hundreds of tons of gravel, rocks and boulders, some of the latter
weighing frora five to ten ton, were deposited on our lawn but a few
feet from the house. The foundation of the corner of the house was
undermined, cellar flooded and contents destroyed; one hundred pullets
-;ere drowned and swept away, likewise a stack of straw all the winter
bedding for the cattle; a tractor was carried 60 ft. and turned over
considerably damaged; farm machinery, wagons, etc. swept away and
recovered in a damaged condition. ;ainy of our prize shade trees are
gone. The well was flooded leaving us still without drinking water.
The electric meter and switches in the cellar are so water soaked we
are still without light or power. Two bridges leading from the farm
to the outside road, our only means of travel, were washed away. Our
two gardens have been made completely useless being strewnm with
boulders, gouged with numerous holes and the top soil gone. And worse
yet, the course of the brook has been so altered that the next high
water can do us several times the damage suffered this time.

It should be unnecessary to mention in detail all the havoc
that a flood can cause. Our harvesting of corn and other imnortant
fall work has been unceremoniously interrupted by the emergency of this
flood. While we realize the problem created by floods, all people
hereu±bouts are of one opinion, to wit, that this wn was caused
unnecessarily. This dam probably was originally passed by State
,spectors; the spillway, even in my own opinion, was constructed large
)ugh to take care of a swollen strearp. But why, in the name of common
e a spillway is so constructed and then its purpose nullified by

being planked up, (something that should never have been permitted at
any time regardless of weather conditions) I don't know.

4 It seems quite certain that reconstruction of this Tillson
Lake dam will start within a few days, so herein is the purpose of
this letter. If the owners of this dam are permitted to do a job no
better than the last in the way of construction and reinforcement; if
they are permitted to plank up the spillway and thereby again endanger
lives and cause thousands of dollars worth of damage, I for one along
with my neighbors, most strenuously object. It seems to me in view
of the seriousness of the damage just done and the possibility of its
r'epetition, that somewhat more stringent rcgulations be enforced. It
is not pleasant to anticipate these calamities %,,ith evry rainy spel

an.d to feel in constant uncrtainty of the security or one's famiy
and propcrty,Vo say nothing of the inability to sustain such financial
losses. It is difficult for a farmer to sustain hi::.sef under normal
conditions.

I should like to have some assurance from you or whatever
authorities have jurisdiction in these matters, that this will be
riven due consideration and action.

Yours truly,
(Signed) Fied ,riehl
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Form EI .
1-16-37400 (liE 427)

STATE OF NEW YORK

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLC WORKS

DIVISION 01F ENGINEERING

ALBANY

.-. eee .. " .Dam No -"-".

.to .Watershed

Foundation inspected .

Structure inspected . ."_"

Application for the Constructio'n or Reconstruction of a Dam
Application is hereby made to the Superintendent of Public Works, Albany, N. Y., in compliance with the

provisions of Section 948 of the Conservation Law (see last page of this application) for the approval of specifi-

-cations and detailed drawings, marked._] .aaz .tzaaitlozL--iI 1 on Lake 11 em;

herewith submitted for the construction of a dam herein described. All provisions of law will be complied

with in the erection of the proposed dam. It is intended to complete the work covered by the application about

June 1, 1939 _ _

(Date)

1. The dam will be on- .. Brookf flowing intoS w u n  ll .. the

town of Gardiner., County of 'U l s t e r

and 5.5 miles nortw-wes to£ 1.LU . _2L .LY.
(give exact distance and direction from a well.known bridge, dam, village main cross-roads or mouth of a stream)

2. Location of dam is shown on the Ne.wib.uhr and 1.11 Pnx , quadrangle of the

United States Geological Survey.
• r. A. Tillson,

3. The name of the owner is

4. The address of the owner i . Walden, N. Y.

S. The dam will be used for lake for Summer Club and bungalows

6. Will any part of the dam be built upon or its pond flood any State !ands? no
7. The watershed above the proposed dam is--. - - a1ma_ mtt) square miles.

The proposed dam will create a pond area at the spillcrest elevation of ..... Es .- .- acres

and will impound__ .0.Q0...0 -cubic feet of water.
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9. The maximum height of the proposed dam above the bed of the stream is ..... feeL 6 ;nches.

10. The lowest part of the natural shore of the pond is --. _ . feet vertically above the spillcrest,
50 to 1200 ,

and everywhere else the shore will be at least ...... ... feet above the spillcrest.

11. State if any damage to life or to any buildings, roads or other property could be caused by any possible

failureof the proposed dam-l-- l.s9o f f.arm.and to Vie Shawangunk Kill.

__s±ram . .fl m.ro~edCoUf.tYR ad near tve Kill

12. The natural material of the bed on which the proposed dam will rest is (clay, sand, gravel, boulders,

granite, shale, slate, limestone, etc.)

13. Facing down stream, what is the nature of material composing the right bank?__..............

14. Facing down stream, what is the nature of the material composing the left bank?--.
rucdson River Slate

15. State the character of the bed and the banks in respect to the hardness, perviousness, water bearing,

effect of exposure to air and to water, uniformity, etc-. . ees to west and t
.......t --ar~kar.a.tr t.r. -iatx e.....aiu-. .rfXi£ a4. .h..... . y..e-.Th 00 o

.- e . - .a - 1 n . .b .e -...o . . f t

16. Are there any porous seams or fissures beneath the foundation of the proposed dam?....nO....

17. WAsTEs. The spillway of the above proposed dam will be.. 5.5.. feet long in the dear; the waters

concrete wall 6.5
will be held at the right end by a............... . . the top of which will be.-. feet above

the spillcrest, and have a top width of_..5__ feet; and at the left end by a o ..... concrete wall

.5 .
the top of which will be_- "_ 5 . feet above the spillcrest, and have a top width of... f. feet.

18. The spillway is designed to safely discharge_...J -. Q...................... cubic feet per second.

19. Pipes, sluice gates, etc., for flood discharge will be provided through the darn as follows:

20. What is the maximum height of flash boards which will be used on this dam ?

21. APRON. Below the proposed dam there will be an apron built ofL oone.r.e.te-..55 ......

feet long across the stream, 5 feet wide and.1_.. 2..feet thick.

22. Does this dam constitute any part of a public water supply ?.. .. no.
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'"INSTRUCTIONS

Read carefully on the last page of this application the law setting forth the requirements to be complied
with in order to construct or reconstruct a dam.

Each application for the construction or reconstruction of a dam must be made on this standard form, copies
of which will be furnished upon request to the Chief Engineer, Division of Engineering, Department of Public
Works, Albany, N. Y. The application must be accompanied by three sets of plans, and specifications. The
information furnished must be in sufficient detail in order that the stability and safety of the dam can be determined.
In cases of large and important dams assumptions made in calculating stresses and stability should be given.

Samples of materials to be used in the dam and of the material on which the dam is to be founded may be
asked for, but need not be furnished*unless requested.

If the dam constitutes a part of a public water supply, application should be made to the Water Power and
Control Commission under Article XI of the Conservation Law.

An application for the construction or reconstruction of a darn must be signed by the prospective owner of
the dam or his duly authorized agent. The address of the signer and the date must be given as provided for on
the last page of the application form.

I
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SECTION 948 OF THE CONSERVATION LAW

I § 948. Structures for impounding water; inspection of docks; penalties. No structure for impounding
water and no dock, pier, wharf or other structure used as a landing place on waters shall be erected or recon-
structed by any public authority or by any private person or corporation without notice to the superintendent
of public works, nor shall any such structure be erected, reconstructed or maintained without complying with
such conditions as the superintendent of public works niay by order prescribe for safeguarding life or property
against danger therefrom. No order made by the superintendent of public works shall be deemed to authorize
any invasion of any property rights, public or private, by any person in carrying out the requirements of such
order. The superintendent of public works shall have power, whenever in his judgment public safety shall so
require, to make and serve an order directing any person, corporation, officer or board, constructing, maintain-
ing or using any structure hereinbefore referred to, remove, repair or reconstruct the same within such reason-

* able time and in such manner as shall be specified in such order, and it shall be the duty of every such person,
corporation, officer or board, to obey, observe and comply with such order and with the conditions prescribed
by the superintendent of public works for safeguarding life or property against dangcr therefrom, and every
person, corporation, officer or board failing, omitting or neglecting. so to do, or who hereafter erects or recon-
structs any such structure hereinbefore referred to without submitting to the superintendent of public wvorks and
obtaining his approval of plans and specifications for such structures when required so to do by his order or
who hereafter fails to remove, erect or to reconstruct the same in accordance with the plans and specifications
so approved shall forfeit to the people of this state a suin not to exceed five hundred dollars to be fixed by the
court for each and every offense; every violation of any such order shall be a separate and distinct off ense, and,
in case of a continuing violation, every day's continuance thereof shall be and be deemed to be a separate and

* distinct offense. This section shall not apply to a dam where the area draining into the pond formed thereby does
not -exceed one square mile, unless the dam is more than ten feet in height above the natural bed of the stream
at any point or unless the quantity of water which the dam impounds exceeds one million gallons; nor to a dock,
pier, wharf or other structure under the jurisdiction of the department of docks, if any, in a city of over one
hundred and seventy-five thousand population. This section as hereby amended shall not impair the effect of an
order heretofore made by the conservation commission or commissioner, under this section prior to the taking
effect of chapter four hundred aud inety-niine of the laws of ninc-tten hundred and tw.enty-one nor require the

$ approval by the superintendent of public wvorks of plans and specifications heretofore approved by such com-
mission or commissioner under. this section.

The foregoing information and accompanying plans and specifications are correct to the best of may knowl-

edge and belief.

~~j d ~ ,Owner

By ,authorized agent of owner.

Address of signer..- 2 1411AI1  - Date L3 .. L 9.1 7.
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b I STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS THOMAS F. FARRELL

ARTHUR1%"r CnANDT CNEEFW40INER

,LtSUPERINTENDIET

VISION OF ENGINEERING

ALBANY, N. Y., May

Mr J. S. Bixby
District Engineer
Poughkeepsie, N.Y.

tj 
Dear Sir:-

There is being sent to you enclosed herewith

approved plans for the reconstruction of a dam owned

by H. A. Tillson, Walden, N.Y. The dam is located

in the Town of Gardner, Ulster County, 5.5 miles

northwest of Wallkill, N.Y. This dam failed some-

time ago due to the fact that the spillway was

obstructed by flash boards during flood.

Very truly yours,

T. F. FARRELL
Chief Engineer

JTN/CG

enc

PIEc-
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t.7--

Vzay 20g 19359

3Ur 3., Lol'evre,
?orest Glen,
Now Paltzo N.Y.

Doar Sir:-

An epplication and plans riled by you for

the reconstruction of a darn in the Townu of Gardners

Ulster County, 5.5 miles northwest of VWallkillg nY,o

for I", II* A. TiVLA-on, eara haraby approi'od to the~ 6xtenL

of our authority under the provisions of section 948

of the Conservation Laws

This damn is designated by us as 194-842 Lower

,i luson Watershed*

One oat of plans for this damn, stamped with

7:the approval of this department, is being sent to you

enclosed hermwith.

4 Very truly you~rs

T* Fe FARTIML

1* Chief Engineer

*Ono
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T.W. (" DON ") WESTLAKE, P. E.
HOLMES ROAD
R.D. 1. BOX 66

PROFESGIONAL ENGINEzR

LAND SURVEYOR NEWBURGH. N. Y. TEL. 318W2

4-30-56

R3I ORT ON TILLSON LAKE DAM
Rutsonville, N. Y.
Owner - Dominick Porco

Results To Dam From Rain and Flood of August 1955

North Core Wall
A portion of this wall had not been built higher during
the reconstruction of 1939, and the top of the wall is
still at elevation 284. The lake level topped this by
several inches, and the overflowing water scoured the
earth somewhat. The sluice gate has not been operative
for years and could not be opened to help lower the
water level.

Spillway Side Walls
At the lower end of the spillway the walls were of
insufficient height to carry the flow. The overflowing
on the northeast side resulled in soourinig the earth to
slate rock close below the surface. But on the southwest
side, a portion of the toe of the earth dam was washed
out, and a section of spillway wall and bottom were
undermined and washed oat.

Depth of Water Above Flashboards - August 1955 Flood
Judging by the amount of scouring at the north core wall,
the wall was topped by several inches; and the depth of
water above flashboards would thusly have been about
2 feet.

Note - With the raising of the north core wall, the top
o-all will then be 4 feet above top of flashboards.

PDc, F3-9



T. W. (" DON I WESTLAKE, P. E.
HOLMES ROAD

R.D.1. BOX 86
PROFESSIONAL ENGINEER

LAND SUvVEYoR NEWBURG", N. Y. TEL. 318W2

4-30-56 Tillson Lake Dam Page 2

Proposed Reconstruction - 1956

Plan
The proposed reconstruction is shown on Dwg. 1, Job No.
56-12 of T. W. Westlake, P. E.

Specifications
,4 Specifications for the work are outlined, on the drawing.

,* Outline of Work and Completion Dates

iWork Completion Date

North Core wall and Dike 5-3O-56

Spillway Sid.ews9l and
Bottom Rebuilding 7-30-56

Filling In Washed Out Areas 7-30-56

Rip Rap, Or Concrete Walls
To Raise Pool Level 8-30-56

Repair Sluice Gate 10-30-56

(All work to be completed by 10-30-56)
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Form E-61. 6.14-52.2M (2D.282)
Ofd. 7458

STATE OF NEW YORK

DEPARTMENT OF PUBLIC WORKS

ALBANYReev d .... o/ t....................................... Dam No,..............................
Disposition Watershed... .....................

Foundation inspected ....................................................

Structure inspected ......................................................

Application for the Construction or Reconstruction of a Dam

Application is hereby made to the Superintendent of Public Works, Albany, N. Y., in compliance with the

provisions of Section 948 of the Conservation Law (see third page of this application) for the approval of specifi-

cations and detailed drawings, marked ... 5 6 "'Reconstruction of "Tilison L~ake' Damncatins nd etaled dra ing , m~ ke .... ........ ... .. .............1 . .... ....... '.1. ......................... .............

........................................................... .n. r t......u .s on i 1 e , .. .....................................................

herewith submitted for the r  u  of a dam herein described. All provisions of law vwill be complied

with in the erection of the proposed dam. It is intended to complete the work covered by the application about

N~ov. 1. 1956 -- -
... ............... I.o ...v ...... , ... .. ...... ..... ........ -.....

(Date) B r o o k ..........................................

1. The dam will be on .................................... flowing intoh... n. .. nk . .Kill . in the

tn Gardiner C of. Ulstertown of ...... . ........ ........................................................ Cou nt.y of ......................... :.........................................

and ........ .... not sorthw e.st o..of . a., N.. .................................................................
(Give exact distanee and drection from a well.known br:dge, dam, village, malnro-foads or mouth of a stream)

2. Location of dam is shown on e. ....................... quarang;o the

United States Geological Survey. /

S Dominick P~orno3. The name of the owner is ............... .. ................................................................................
4. The address of the owner is ......... ..'.. ............ W........ .. .........................

5. Te dm wll e ued or. akeforSum er lub and Bungalows5. The dam will be usead for ............ .alce... f..°.r...S .mm. r .................. ................................

6. Will any part of the dam be built upon or its pond flood any Stale lands? ...................no......................
7. The watershed above the proposed dam is .5 (n..square miles.

8. The proposed dam will create a pond area at the spillcrest elevation of ...................................... acres
V

and will impound ........... . . .......... cubic feet of water.
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9. The maximum height of the proposed dam above the bed of the stream is ...... f3.. .... feet....... inches.

10. The lowest part of the natural shore of the pond is ........... 1.5............. feet vertically above the spillcrest,./

and everywhere else the shore will be at least. ........ 0. ........ feet above the spilicrest.

11. State if any damage to life or to any buildings, roads or other property could be caused by any possible
V

failure of the proposed dam 1..5 miles of farm land to the.. Shawangunk Kill; some
individual homes; stream crosses under an improved Cty. Road near the Kill

12. The natural material of the bed on which the proposed dam will rest is (clay, sand, gravel, boulders,

granite, shale, slate, limestone, etc.) ..... .u .o.n.Riv ... S1at.e ...................................................................

13. Facing downstream, what is the nature of mat;Fial composing the right bank? ........................................

Hudson River Slate

14. Facing downstream, what is the nature of the material composing the left bank? ....................................

Hudson River Slate

15. State the character of the bed and the banks in respect to the hardness, perviousness, water bearing, effect

of exposure to air and to water, uniformity, etc ..S...ted..... 5..... e e ...es to the west,.....! ......
the harder strata resist wear for several hundred feet downstream
............................................. ................................................... ......................................................................

from the spillway.

16. Are there any porous seams or fissures beneath the foundation of the proposed dam ?...no.;.......

there are. no..signs o.. bo.:ils on the downstream face...........e ..e.. .o ....n o. " o . o. t e . o n............................ ear .. .... ..............................................
t-.i

17. WASTES. The spillvay of the above proposed darn will be ...... P.. ........... feet long in the clear; the waters
a...ono3rete wall ,5

will be held at the right end by a ................ the top of which will be ............ feet above

the spillcrest, and have a top width of .........3 ..............feet; and at the left end by a. ..on.rete .wall

* the top of which will be.A.. 5 ..... feet above the spillcrest, and have a top width of ..... ........ feet.

1250 (b4spd on flow depth of 3.5')18. The spillway is designed to safely discharge .........2....................... cubic feet per second.

19. Pipes, sluice gates, etc., for flood discharge will be provided through the dam as follows:

one 30" x 30" sluice gate

............... •.................................................................................................. .... ................ .................................

~. ......................................................... ...:... ................... .....................................................................................

. . .. .......................................................................

20. What is the maximum height of flash boards which will be used on this dam? .....5fet ................

21. ApRON. Below the proposed dam there will be 'an apron built of ...... po.n..r e.t e....55 ........................

feet long across the stream .......................... feet wide and ......... 5 feet thick.

22. Does this (lam constitute any part of a public water suP,lv?..............*....... .....................................

F3-12
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INSTRUCTIONS

Read carefully on the third page of this application the law setting forth the requirements to be complied with
Jin order to construct or reconstruct a dam.

Each application for the construction or reconstruction of a dam must be made on this standard form, copies of
which will be furnished upon request to the Department of Public Works, Albany, N. Y. The application must be
accompanied by three sets of plans, and specifications. The information furnished must be in sufficient detail in

{ order that the stability and safety of the dam can be determined. In cases of large and important dams assumptions
made in calculating stresses and stability should be given.

Samples of materials to be used in the dam and of the material on which the dam is to be founded may be
asked for, but need not be furnished unless requested.

If the dam constitutes a part of a public water supply, application should be made to the Wat.:r Power and
Control Commission under Article XI of the Conservation Law.

An application for the construction or reconseruction of a dam must be signed by the prospective owner of the
dam or his duly authorized agent. The address of the signer and the date must be given as provided for on the last

page of the application form.

SECTION 948 OF THE CONSERVATION LAW

§ 9418. Structures for impounding water; inspection of docks; penalties. No structure for impounding water
and no dock, pier, wharf or other structure used as a landing place on waters shall be erected or reconstructed by
any public authority or by any private person or corporation without notice to the superintendent of public works,
nor shall any such structure be erected, reconstructed or maintained without complying wvith such conditions as the
superintcndcnit of public Nvorks may by order prescribe for safeguarding life or property against danger therefrom.
NXo order made by the superintendent of public works shall be deemed to authorize any invasion of any property
rights, public or private, by any person in carrying out the requirements of such order. The superintendent of public
works shall have power, whenever in his judgment public safety shall so require, to make and serve an order, setting

*forth therein his findings of fiact and his conclusions there!from, directing- any per-ion, corporation, officer or board,
constructing, maintaining or using any structure hereinbefore referred to, either remove the said structure or to
repair or reconstruct the same within such reasonable time and in such manner as shall be specified in such order, and

* it shall be the duty of every such person, corporation, officer or board, to obey, observe and comply with such order
* and with the conditions prescribed by the superintendent of public works for safeguarding life or property against

dange r therefrom, and every person, corporation, officer or board failing, omitting or neglecting so to do, or who
hereafter -erects o- reconstructs any such structure hereinbefore referred to wvithiout submitting to the superintend-
ent of public works and obtaining his approval of plans and specifications for such structures when required to do so
by his order or hereafter fails to remove, erect or to reconstruct the same in accordance wvith the plans and specifica-
tions so approved shall forfeit to the people of the State a sum not to exceed five hundred dollars to be fixed by the

j court for each and every offense; every violation of any such order shall be a separate and distinct offense, and, in
such case of a continuing violation, every day's continuance thereof shall be and be deemed to be a separate and
distinct offense. Such order shall not contain any provision to compel the owner to make repairs or proceed with

reconstruction as specified in this section by any type of construction other than that of the dam itself. In addition
to said forfeiture upon the violation of any such order, the superintendent of public works shall have power to enter
upon the lands and waters where such structures are located, for the purpose of removing, repairing or reconstruct-
ing the same, and to take such other and further precautions wvhich he may deem necessary to safeguard life or
property against danger therefrom. In removing, repairing and reconstructing such dam the superintendent shall
not dev iate from the method, manner or specifications contained in the original order. The superintendent of pub-
lic works shall certify the amount of the costs and expenses incurred by him for the removal, repair or reconstruc-
tion aforesaid, or in anywise connected therewith, to the board of supervisors of the county or counties in which
the said lands and wvaters are located, whereupon it shall be the duty of such board of supervisors to add the
amount s3 certified to the assessment rolls of such locality or localities as a charge against the real property upon
which the dam is located designated or described by the superintendent of public works as chargeable therewith,
and to issue its warrant or warrants for the collection thereof. Thereupon it shall become the duty of such locality
or localities through their proper officers to collect the amounts so certified in the same manner as other taxes are
collected in such locality or localities, and wvhen collected, to pay the same to the superintendent of public works

Cf F3-13



who shall thereupon pay the same into the treasury. Any amount so levicd shall thereupon become a lien upon the
Teal property affected thereby, to the same extent as any tax levy becomes and is a lien thereon.

Any person in interest may, within thirty days from the service of any such order, appeal to the supreme court
to determine the reasonableness of such order. At any time during such appeal to the supreme court upon at least
three days' notice, the party appealing may apply for an order directing any question of fact to be tried and deter-
mined by a jury, and thc court shall thereupon cause such question to be stated f or trial accordingly and the findings
of the jury upon such question shall be conclusive. Appeals may be taken from the supreme court to the appellate
division of the supreme court and to the court of appeals in such cases, subject to the limitations provided in the
civil practice act.

This section shall not apply to a dam where the area draining into the pond formed thereby does not exceed
one square mile, unless the dam is more than ten feet in height above the natural bed of the stream at any point or
unless the quantity of water which the dam impounds exceeds one million gallons; nor to a dock, pier, wharf or
other structure under the jurisdiction of the department of docks, if any, in a city of over one hundred and seventy-
five thousand population. This section as hereby amended shall not impair the effect of an order heretofore made
by the conservation commission or commissioner under this section prior to the taking effect of chapter four hun-
dred and ninety-nine of the laws of nineteen hundred and twenty-one, nor require the approval by the superintend-
ent of public works, of plans and specifications theretofore approved by such commission or commissioner under
this section.

The foregoing information is correct to the best. of my knowledge and belief, and the construction will be.4 carried out in accordance with the approved plans and specifications.

7.............. Owner

By........................................... ............................. I authorized agent of owner.W-Ies o _-R . D. 1 , 'Route 9W, Newburgh N...d.ress....f..................... ................. .... ... 7*N. ....... Dte ..i 0 5 P6 -----------
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DEC DAM INSPECTION REPORT

RB CTY YR. AP. DAIJ NO. INS. DATE USE TYPE

AS BUILT INSPECTION
Location of Spillway Elevations

and outlet

W Size of Spillway i Geometry of
and outlet Non-overflow section

[ GENERAL CONDITION OF NON-OVERFL4 SECTION

'1 Lu Settlement . _Cracks f Deflections

JonsSurface of Leakage
iConcrete

i Undermining i Sett].ement of I Crest of Dam

W I. E~nhIantunent

W Downstream [ Upstream Toe of
Slope -7 --e [ _J Slope Slope

GENERAL CONDITION OF SPILLWAY AND OUTLET WORKS

r ,Auxiliary f Service or f Stilling

LI Spillway Concrete Spillway Basin

- Joints Surface of Spillway0~ -Cncrete Toe

L t iechnical 1 Plunge Drain

Equipment Pool

E Maintenance Hazard Class

Evaluation Inspector

COMMENTS:

-T ,. '"" o ,,, ,
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DEC DAM INSPECTION REPORT CODING

F.jiver P ",in- - Nocs. .1-23 on Complatioit Sheets
jr. Coun~ - 'Ns 1-62 Alphabetically
3. Year V-Dr~rovo-1 -

4. )n j r tio n :I), .! - Month,.Day, Year

1. Fish & Wil~dlife Management 4. Power
2. Recreation 5. Farm

* 3.. Water Supply ~.No Apparent Use
6. Tf. .

* 1. Earth with Aux. Service Sp~iway.
2. Earth with Single Conc. Spillway

* .3. Earth with Single non-conc. Spillway
4. Concrete
5. Other

7. As-Built InsnOction -.Built substantially according to approved plans and

spceifications

~1 Location of Sniliway and Ouitlet Works

4 1. Appears to meet originally approved-plans and specifications.
2. Not built'accordiig to plars and specifications and location appears to be

detrf -.:ental to ;;tructure.
3. Not built ccording to plans and specifications but location does not appear to

be detrimental. to structure.

Eleva tions

1. Generally in accordance to approved plans and specifications as determined fr.,m
visual irs~ecti'n and use of hand level.

2. Not built accordirg to plans and specifications and elevation changes appear :o
be detrimental to structure.

3. Not built accordirng to plans znd specifications but elevation chan;rs do noz
appear to be detrimental to structure.

Size of Spillway and Cpotlet Works

1. Appears to raeet originally approved plans and specifications as determined by
field masurimeats using tape measure.

2. Not built according to plans and specifications and changes appear detrimental
. to structure.

3. Not built according to plans and specifications but changes do~ not appear
detrimental to s~rt~ure.

Geometry of Non-ovarflow Structu.res

1. G encrally in accordance to originally approved plans and specifications as
determined from visual inspection and use of hand level and tape measure.

2. Not built according to plans and specifications and changes appear detriwoental.
to structure.

3.. Not built according to plans and specifications but changes do not appear

detrimental to structure,
General Couditiont. of Non-Ovcrf'low Section

).Adequate -No apparent repairs needed or minor repairs which can be covered by
periodic maintenance.

2. Inadeqjuate - Items in need of major repair.

~CMS) For boxes listed on condition und-:r non-overf low scc tLOS).
1. Satisfactorv.
2. Can be covered by periodic ma Lim naace .
3. UVmantsfactcy -Above and LieyonJ norz-aal mtCia.CII11mce.

PEC- F 3-19



DEC DAM INSPECTION REPORT CODING (cont.)

Cecnrnl Condition of Sp Itway and Outlet Works

1. Adequate -No apparent repairs needed o'r minor repairs which can be~ covered by
periodic maintenance.

2. Inadequate - Items in need of major repair.

(htems) For boxvs listed conditions listed under spillway ind obtlet works.

eviden beceed of periodic maintenance.

3.N ogra dam or dam no longer in use.

Baed onaudmerad Classifica to ino Box Nos.e

* Evaluation for Unsafe Dan

1.Unsafe - oRepairable.

J;fsutfficJ ntevideance to decia re -znsafe__________________

()LOV.ER 'D S CN I A%'c.. ^ v
()UPPER HUDSON~-

(5)DEAWXR .

(7) C1EXUNG J1

(9) GENESEE 11C-L@iC .L
(10) ALLECHENY ot f 'j( ~*lfr r
(11) LAKE ERIE T:e.-i ~t 6:1
(12) WESTERN LKZ o,,%TA,-Io t k, .r.. -

*(13) CEZ.rRAL LAI.F. ON TAIRIO -/-, -..,/ 1z

(14) EASTERN LAKE ONTARIO 14I f .'. *
(15) SALMON RTXES rIt 17.LL Ad. . 5 t-.!

()9) 1RACQi MtE rIVER ±941 j l'

* (20) ST. R9XIS RIVER ~
*(21) HOUSATONI~C ~. ~ ~ .~~-*-
(22) LOM; ISI.%\D I<** 1 ~~
(23) OSVTE:ATCIIIE Ye 4.: .i*' .

0V Y X,0 F I L1 V4AI..
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APPENDIX G

DRAWINGS
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Reconstruction Tillson Lake Dam, by Solomon
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1956 Reconstruction, by T.W. Westlake
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